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BY  THE  HOUSE  OF  DELEGATES, 

February  28th,  1860. 
Read  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


MAJOEITY  EEPORT 


OF   THE 


COMMITTEE  ON  CORPORATIONS 


TO  THE  HOUSE  OF   DELEGATES, 

le, 

X- 

KELATIVE   TO  THE  '  ^~ 

V 


BALTIMORE  CITY  PASSENGER  RAILWAY 


K  E  P  0  R  T , 


To  the  Honorable  the  House  of  Delegates 

of  the  General  Assembly  of  Ma,ryland: 

The  undersigned,  members  of  your  Committee  on  Cor- 
porations, under  a  deep  sense  of  tlieir  duty  to  your  honorable 
House,  their  constituents  in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  and  to  the 
State  of  Maryland,  most  respectfully  ask  leave  to  submit  this, 
a  minority  report  in  relation  to  the  Baltimore  City  Eailroad, 
with  their  views  on  the  evidence  upon  that  matter  which  has 
been  adduced  before  the  committee,  and  to  which  they  have 
endeavored  to  give  a  deliberate  and  careful  consideration. 

From  the  whole  of  the  evidence,  the  undersigned  are  una- 
ble to  resist  the  conclusion  in  their  own  mind  that  in  the  in- 
cipient and  subsequent  means  which  have  been  had  recourse 
to  in  connection  with  the  street  railways  in  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, the  taint  of  fraud  and  corruption  is  but  too  truly  appli- 
cable !  That  the  assignees  of  the  grant  from  the  mayor  and 
city  council  of  Baltimore  had  any  bona  fide  intention  of  car- 
rying out  the  seventh  section  of  the  ordinance  under  which 
they  claim  appears  to  the  undersigned  highly  questionable, 
although,  in  the  opinion  of  the  undersigned,  the  faithful  ex- 
ecution of  that  part  of  the  ordinance  was  an  essential  requi- 
site to  the  legality  of  the  assignment  of  the  grant  created  by 
that  ordinance,  and  any  attempt  to  set  aside  and  defeat  the 
objects  and  purposes  of  the  said  seventh  section,  and  to  apply 
and  appropriate  tlie  fruits  of  the  grant  differently  from  the 
evident  designs  of  the  grantors  and  the  express  terms  of  the 
ordinance  itself,  v^^ould  amount,  in  the  judgment  of  the  un- 
dersigned, to  an  absolute  forfeiture  of  the  grant  and  a  relin- 
quishment by  the  grantees,  or  their  assigns,  of  all  the  bene- 
fits and  profits  to  be  expected  from  its  operation. 

The  general  tenor  of  the  evidence  brought  before  the  com- 
mittee satisfies  the  undersigned,  if  not  of  the  existence  of  posi- 
tive fraud,    yet  of  evident  complicity  on   the  part  of  the  as- 


signees  and  tlieir  friends  or  agents  in  the  various  transac- 
tions that  have  attended  the  history  of  the  measure.  And 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  undersigned,  to  vitiate  their 
whole  j)roceedings  and  deprive  tliem  of  the  consideration 
of  the  Legislature  of  Maryland  in  seeking  a  protection  and 
confirmation  of  the  grant  from  the  Greneral  Assemhly,  and 
an  acquaintance  and  absolution  from  the  consequences  of  their 
manifestly  improper  proceedings  in  connection  with  the  grant 
of  the  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Baltimore. 

The  evidence  given  by  many  of  the  witnesses  satisfies  the 
undersigned  that  Avhatever  names  nominally  might  be  set 
forth  as  the  grantees  and  executors  of  the  city  ordinance  in 
the  case,  the  capital  and  resources  of  Mr.  Brock  and  his  asso- 
ciates, were  the  means  relied  upon  by  the  grantors  or  many  of 
them,  for  carrying  into  effect  the  objects  and  purposes  of  the 
grant  in  question  ;  and  so  far,  therefore,  the  framers  of  the 
ordinance  creating  the  grant  appear  to  have  acted  with  a  du- 
plicity and  unfairness  which  the  undersigned  cannot  but  look 
upon  with  suspicion  and  reprehension. 

In  justice  to  Mr.  Brock  and  his  associates,  in  the  business, 
the  undersigned  willingly  admit  their  undoubted  right  and 
legitimate  privilege  to  employ  their  enlarged  capabilities  in 
the  furtherance  and  formation  of  street  railways,  wherever 
o]3portunities  therefor  are  properly  presented.  And  in  this 
particular  case,  the  undersigned  are  under  the  impression 
that  from  the  train  of  very  peculiar  circumstances  that  sur- 
round it,  Mr.  Brock  and  his  associates  may  have  been  placed 
in  a  position  calculated  to  reflect  more  injuriously  upon  them 
than  the  evidence  in  the  premises  would  justly  seem  to  war- 
rant. 

On  the  foregoing  grounds,  therefore,  (to  which  the  under- 
signed have  had  time  only  very  briefly  to  allude  to,)  they  are 
compelled  to  differ  from  the  report  of  their  colleagues. 

House  of  Delegates,       ?  ROBEKT  TURNER, 

Annapolis,  Feb.  27,  I860.  \  GEO.  H.  MORGAN. 


EVIDENCE 

TAKEN   BEFORE 

THE    COMMITTEE    ON    C  0  R  P  0  E  A  T  I  ONS, 


Annapolis,  Md.,  Friday,  February  10, 1860. 

The  Committee  on  Corporations  of  the  House  of  Delegates, 
of  the  Legislature  of  Maryland,  met  at  8  o'clock,  in  the  Hall 
of  the  House,  for  the  purpose  of  investigating  the  alleged 
frauds  in  the  passage  of  the  City  Passenger  Eailway  Ordi- 
nance, of  the  city  of  Raltimore. 

Ex-Gov.  Pratt,  J.  Mason  Campbell,  Thomas  S.  Alexanner, 
and  Wm.  Pinckney  White,  appeared  as  counsel  for  Messrs. 
Brock  &  Co. 

James  T.  Blakistone  appeared  for  Messrs.  Mankin  & 
Carter. 

Mr.  Campbell  stated  that  they  had  engaged  an  experienced 
stenographer  to  come  and  report  verbatim  every  thing  that 
was  said  by  the  witnesses  in  relation  to  this  matter.  They 
would  place  the  stenographer  at  the  service  of  the  Committee, 
and  suggested  that  he  be  sworn. 

Mr.  Goldsborough,  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  stated 
that  the  Committee  accepted  the  services  of  the  stenographer, 
and  he  would  act  as  the  stenographer  of  the  Committee. 

Wm.  Blair  Lord,  of  New  York  city,  was  then  sworn  as  the 
stenographer  of  the  Committee,  to  take  down  accurately  the 
questions  and  answers  in  this  examination. 


Annapolis,  Md.,  Friday,  February  10,  1860. 

Wm.  L.  Montague,  called  and  sworn.  Exaroined  by  the 
Chairman. 

Question .  Were  you  a  member  of  the  City  Council  of  Bal- 
timore at  the  time  the  ordinance  called  theTravers  Ordinance 
was  passed? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.   Of  which  Branch  Avere  you  a  member? 

Answer.   Of  the  first,  or  lower  branch. 

Question.  Will  you  state  to  the  Committee  all  the  knowl- 
edge you  have  of  the  means  by  which  that  ordinance  was  ob- 
tained?    Whether  there  Avas  any  undue  means  used  for  that_ 
purj)Ose  or  not  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not  in  the  confidence  of  the  parties  who 
were  pressing  that  bill  before  the  City  Council,  and  as  a  mat- 
ter of  course  thej  never  communicated  to  me  any  of  the  means 
employed  to  secure  the  grant.  I  had  my  own  opinions  upon 
the  subject,  and  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  appointed 
by  the  Council  to  investigate  the  alleged  frauds  in  the  mat- 
ter, I  endeavored  to  get  at  the  facts  of  the  case  from  the  par- 
ties implicated.  But  that  Committee  was  without  power  to 
administer  oaths,  and  send  for  persons  and  papers,  and,  there- 
fore, as  a  matter  of  course,  they  failed  to  obtain  much  of  the 
testimony  expected.  They  hardly  expected  the  parties,  whose 
names  were  connected  with  the  matter  in  a  fraudulent  sense, 
to  come  in  and  convict  themselves,  if  we  could  not  compel  them 
to  come  and  force  the  knowledge  from  them. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Q.  Who  were  the  parties  who  obtained 
that  grant  from  the  City  Council  ? 

Answer.  Some  of  the  grantees  themselves  have  told  me 
who  the  parties  were. 

Question.   Who  were  the  grantees? 

Answer.  Do  you  mean  those  named  in  the  bill  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Answer.  Wm.  H.  Travers,  Wm.  S.  Browning,  Eob't  Cath- 
cart,  Jesse  Sumwalt  and  Wm_.  De  Goey. 

Question.  You  spoke  of  parties  who  were  urging  that  grant 
before  the  City  Council :   who  were  they  ? 

Answer.  I  mean  the  partizans  of  the  particular  bill  itself, 
members  of  the  Council,  together  with  those  who  were  there 
in  behalf  of  it  in  the  lobbv. 
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Question.  Do  you  speak  of  parties  who  were  pressing  the 
bill  independent  of  those  to  Avhom  the  grant  was  made  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.   Who  were  they  ? 

Answer.  There  were  John  Hinesley,  Alfred  D.  Evans, 
Warden  of  the  Penitentiary,  Thomas  H.  Gardiner,  Clerk  of 
the  Ciiminal  Court,  together  with  others  whose  names  I  do 
not  recollect.     They  were  the  most  prominent. 

Question.  Did  you  know  anything  of  Mr.  Brock  at  that 
time  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  myself. 

Question.  Did  you  know  any  thing  of  those  who  are  asso- 
ciated with  them  now  in  asking  for  the  grant  ? 

Answer.  I  never  seen  any  of  them  at  all  at  that  time. 

By  the  Chairman — Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  im- 
proper influences  used  with  the  City  Council  on  behalf  of  any 
of  the  parties  endeavoring  to  obtain  this  grant  ? 

Answer.  As  I  said  in  answer  to  your  first  inquiry,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  I  was  not  in  the  confidence  of  parties  of  this 
bill,  and  had  no  direct  knowledge  myself,  except  what  I  deriv- 
ed from  the  parties  themselves. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Q.    What  parties  ? 

Answer.  The  advocates  of  the  bill. 

By  the  Chairman' — Q.  State  to  the  Committee  what  influ- 
ences the  advocates  of  the  bill  said  they  used,  and  who  were 
the  advocates  who  said  it.  Were  the  advocates  the  gentle- 
men named  in  the  grant  or  assignment  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  did  not  see  any  of  these  gentlemen 
there;  I  knew  but  two  of  them,  Mr.  Travers  and  Mr.  Brown- 
ing. On  one  occasion  Mr.  Browning  was  there,  but  I 
did  not  observe  that  he  took  any  active  part  in  the  matter  ; 
he  was  there  during  the  discussion. 

Question.  Are  you  cognizant  of  the  fact  that  anything  like 
a  bribe  was  tendered  to  any  member  ot  that  City  Council  to 
get  his  influence  to  pass  this  ordinance  ? 

Answer.  It  was  told  me  so  by  one. 

By  the  Chairman — Q.  State  what  you  know  of  the  facts 
that  took  place. 

Answer.  It  was  not  told  me  by  any  member  of  the  Council 
as  of  his  own  knowledge,  but  by  one  of  the  parties  whom  1 
have  named  as  being  one  of  the  friends  of  the  bill  in  the  lobby. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Q.  That  is  not  evidence,  for  the  parties 
can  themselves  l)e  brought  hero  as  witnesses. 

Mr.  Blakistone — Q.  Yh)  I  understand  the  Committee  to  re- 
fuse to  question  the  Avituess  about  what  was  (old  liim  by  the 
agent  of  the  parties  V 


The  Chairman — Show  the  agency  and  we  will  question  the 
witness. 

Question — [To  witness.]  Have  you  at  any  time  heard  any 
one  or  more  of  the  grantees  say  that  he  or  they  received  any 
consideration  for  the  use  of  his  or  their  names  as  a  grantee  or 
grantees  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  only  one  of  the  grantees  express 
himself  upon  the  subject  of  receiving  anything,  and  that  was 
Mr.  Travers,  who  told  me  he  received  a  compensation  as 
counsel.  I  had  no  interview  upon  that  subject  with  any  of 
of  the  grantees.  This  was  a  voluntary  declaration  from  Mr. 
Travers  to  myself.  I  never  conferred  with  any  of  the  other 
grantees  upon  that  subject.  All  of  them  I  do  not  know  per- 
sonally. Hut  Mr.  Travers  and  Mr.  Browning  are  old  ac- 
quaintances.    My  interviews  were  with  those  two  gentlemen. 

ByMr.  Blakistone — Q.  Did  Mr.  Travers  state  who  he  was 
counsel  for  ? 

Answer,  No,  he  did  not. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Q.  Do  you  know  who  he  was  counsel 
for? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  When  he  made  the  remark  to  me  I 
took  it  for  granted  that  it  was  for  the  grantees ;  but  he  did  not 
state  that. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that 
you  never  had  any  conversation  with  any  of  the  other  gran- 
tees upon  that  or  any  other  subject? 

Answer.  I  said  that  I  had  had  conversation  with  two  of 
the  grantees,  but  with  only  one  of  them  upon  the  subject  of 
the  compensation  of  the  grantees. 

Question.  Upon  what  subject  was  your  conversation  with 
the  other  grantee  ?  Upon  a  subject  material  to  this  case  ? 

Answer.  Upon  the  subject  of  the  assignment. 

By  the  Chairman — Q.  Assignment  of  what  ? 

Answer.  Assignment  of  the  grant. 

Mr.  Alexander — Declarations  after  the  assignment  are  not 
evidence.  [To  witness.]  At  what  time  was  this  conversation 
between  yourself  and  Mr.  Travers?  Before  or  after  the  as- 
signment ? 

Mr.  Blakistone  said  he  thought  the  objection  coming  from 
the  other  side  struck  him  as  a  little  singular.  This  was  not 
to  be  tried  exactly  according  to  the  forms  and  technicalities  of 
the  law,  but  it  was  a  general  inquiry  to  find  out  what  they 
had  been  challenged  to  prove,  to  show  the  connection  between 
these  parties,  and  that  Brock  &  Co.,  though  not  seen  in  the 
affair,  were  the  real  parties  interested,  and  if  the  Committee 


would  allow  them  to  bring  this  testimony  before  them,  they 
would  so  connect  it  that  the  whole  aifair  would  be  brought 
home  and  fastened  upon  these  parties.  But  following  the 
strict  formalities  in  regard  to  testimony,  much  would  be  shut 
out  that  would  be  so  strongly  circumstantial  as  to  convince  the 
Committee,  as  the  whole  community  had  been  already  convinced. 
He  did  not  expect  to  get  any  one  to  come  here  and  say — 
''Why  I  saw  Mr.  Brock  pay  so  much  money  to  the  City  Coun- 
cil, or  to  these  gentlemen  for  the  use  of  their  names,"  or  that 
"Mr.  Brock  said  so  in  my  presence  that  this  money  is  for  your 
vote,  or  for  the  use  of  your  name."  But  we  do  expect  to 
prove,  if  the  Committee  will  allow  us,  by  action  of  circum- 
stances so  strong  that  they  would  hang  a  man,  if  murder 
were  involved  in  this  case,  and  bring  this  matter  home^  not 
only  to  the  minds  of  the  Committee,  but  to  every  unprejudiced 
ancl  right  minded  member  of  the  Les;islature. 

Mr.  Gordon — We  want  to  give  a  fair  opportunity  to  do  what 
the  gentleman  desires,  but  at  the  same  time  we  want  to  do  it 
in  a  proper  manner.  We  propose  to  give  every  opportunity 
to  prove  the  facts  charged,  and  if  circumstances  of  such  a 
character  as  will  connect  these  parties  with  this  transaction 
can  be  brought  forward,  of  course  that  will  be  just  as  good 
evidence  as  any  other.  But  hearsay,  as  we  all  know,  is  not 
evidence.  We  are  not  here  to  decide  this  case  upon  the  com- 
mon newspaper  rumors  or  any  thing  of  the  kind,  for  if  that 
were  the  case,  we  should  not  want  the  evidence  of  these  wit- 
nesses at  all. 

Mr.  Blakistone — That  is  all  true.  I  do  not  mean  to  con- 
fine this  to  rumors  at  all,  but  to  show  by  this  witness  that  a 
party  in  interest  did  repeat  the  fact,  and  that  it  can  be  proved 
by  his  OAvn  admissions  that  he  was  connected  with  this  very 
thing. 

Mr.  Gordon — Produce  those  witnesses  and  we  will  hear 
them. 

Mr.  Blakistone — It  is  only  a  question  of  time.  But  the 
only  question  raised  seems  to  be  whether  it  was  before  or  af- 
ter the  transfer.  If  it  was  before,  it  is  testimony,  and  the 
parties  stand  convicted  ;  but  as  it  is  afterwards,  my  worthy 
friends  avail  themselves  of  the  technicality  and  ask  to  rule  it 
out. 

The  Chairman — Have  you  any  question  to  propose  -^ 
Mr.  Blakistone — Do  you  rule  that  question  out  of  order  ? 
The  Chairman — What  was  your  question  ? 

Mr.  Blakistone — I  asked  Mr.  Montague  if  he  had  any  con- 
versation with  Mr.  Browning,  and  if  so,  to  state  what  it  was — 


6 

what  he  said  in  regard  to  his  having  been  paid,  and  what  he 
knows  in  regard  to  the  transfer. 

Mr.  Gordon — When  was  that  conversation,  before  or  since 
the  transfer  ? 

Mr.  Blakistone — It  was  since  the  transfer, 

Mr.  Gordon — Where  is  Mr.  Browning  ? 

The  Witness — He  is  sitting  here  in  the  room. 

Gov.  Pratt — He  is  a  witness  summoned. 

Mr.  Gordon — Then  he  can  answer  that  question  himself. 

Mr.  Blakistone — We  will  call  him  at  the  proper  time,  when 
we  want  hifn. 

Eobert  A.  McAllister,  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairm  v.n — Q.  Were  you  living  in  Baltimore  at  the 
time  this  ordinance,  called  the  Travers  Ordinance,  was  passed 
by  the  City  Council  ? 

Answer.  I  was. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  parties  who  obtained  that  grant 
from  the  City  Council  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  I  know  all  personally. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Q.  Do  you  know  whether  that  grant  was* 
obtained  for  their  own  benefit,  or  for  the  benefit  of  other  par- 
ties ? 

Answer.  I  derive  the  information  I  have  got  of  that  matter 
from  Mr.  Brock  himself. 

Mr.  Gordon — That  would  be  evidence. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Q.  Had  you  a  conversation  with  Jona- 
than Brock  in  relation  to  the  grant  of  the  City  Passenger 
Eailway  from  the  City  Council  ? 

Answer.  I  had,  in  the  presence  of  the  Baltimore  delega- 
tion, or  some  five  or  six  of  that  delegation. 

Question.  When  was  that? 

Answer.  About  two  weeks  ago  to-night. 

Question.  What  members  of  the  Baltimore  delegation  were 
present  ? 

Answer.  Messrs.  Turner,  Gould,  Berry,  Denison,  Kraift. 
I  do  not  know  whether  Mr.  Smith  was  there  or  not — but  those 
five  gentlemen  were. 

Question.  Was  the  conversation  in  relation  to  the  grant 
of  the  city  railway  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Brock  was  anxious  to  have  an  inter- 
view with  the  delegation,  in  consequence  of  various  rumors 
that  had  got  to  his  ears  about  the  case.  In  the  course  of  the 
conversation  I  told  Mr.  Brock  that  there  had  been  various 
statements  about  corruption  in    this  matter,  and  I  wanted  t(.i 


know  the  facts  of  the  ease  ;  iihat  I  had  uo  personal  feeling  in 
the  matter,  but  I  would  not  vote  to  give  him  a  charter  to  that 
road  unless  he  showed  a  clean  sheet.  I  asked  him  the  ques- 
tion distinctly  if  he  paid  the  grantees  of  the  road  any  thing 
for  the  use  of  their  names,  and  he  stated  distinctly  that  he  had 
paid  them  |2,500.  I  said  to  him,  "If  you  will  reduce  to 
writing  not  only  what  you  paid  them,  but  all  ether  parties 
connected  with  this  concern,  so  that  the  world  can  know  who 
were  the  guilty  ones  in  the  matter,  I  will  vote  for  your  char- 
ter. ' '  He  said  '  'I  must  decline  that ;  if  they  choose  to  be  the 
authors  of  their  own  infamy  they  can  do  so."  That  was 
stated  in  the  presence  of  those  persons  I  have  named. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Q.  Did  he  tell  you  how  he  had  used  the 
names  of  these  grantees  ?  Was  it  in  procuring  the  grant 
from  the  Mayor  and  Councilmen  of  the  city  of  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  It  came  up  in  the  Avay  of  conversation  how  he 
was  to  be  remunerated  for  his  outlay.  And  I  think  it  was 
Mr.  Denison  who  suggested  the  propriety  of  paying  him  the 
amount  of  his  outlay  and  10  per  cent,  on  the  capital.  He 
stated  that  he  had  made  use  of  a  great  deal  more  money  than 
that.  I  said  that  was  just  what  I  wanted  to  get  at,  and  if 
he  would  give  a  statement  of  all  about  it,  it  might  change  my 
mind,  but  I  could  not  vote  for  the  charter  in  the  present  state 
of  affairs.     That  led  to  the  expression  I  referred  to. 

Question.  Did  he  state  about  any  other  use  of  money? 

Answer.  I  said  to  him  :  "•'I  have  a  friend  connected  with 
that  grant ;  he  is  a  neighbor  of  mine,  and  he  has  denied  ever 
having  received  anything  for  that.  I  now  put  the  question 
to  you  in  regard  to  it.  Did  you  not  pay  Mr.  Cathcart  |500, 
and  did  you  give  him  the  cash  or  promise  it  to  him?"  He 
said  :  "I  paid  him  ^^i^SOO  in  cash  for  the  use  of  his  name  in- 
that  bill." 

Question.  Were  any  members  of  the  Council  connected 
with  that  thing  that  you  know ?     Did  they  receive  any  money  ? 

Answer.  That  I  do  not  know  ;  I  had  various  interviews 
with  some  of  the  grantees  about  this  matter,  some  two  weeks 
before  I  came  to  Annapolis. 

By  Mr.  Alexander — Q.  Before  or  after  the  assignment? 

Answer.  It  was  after  the  assignment  that  I  had  the  con- 
versation with  Mr.  Travers  and  Mr.  Browning. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — They  are  here  to  speak  for  themselves. 

Answer.  I  do  not  wish  to  state  anything  I  ought  not  to 
state.  I  have  no  prejudice  whatever  in  the  matter.  All  I 
want  to  know  is  the  facts,  and  then  I  shall  be  prepared  to  act 
as  a  member  of  the  House. 

Question.  Did  any  members  of  the   City  Council  become 


Gontraotors  afterwards  in  tli@  ooiistruetioa  of  this  road  under 
Mr,  Brock? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Wlio  were  they? 

Answer.  Mr.  Cathcart's  brother  was  one  of  the  contractors 
with  Mr.  Shoemaker  in  making  one  road.  Mr.  Beachem,  a 
member  of  the  First  Branch,  was  a  contractor  for  laying  the 
iron. 

Question.  Was  one  of  the  Cathcart's  a  member  of  the  City 
Council  ? 

Answer.  One  of  them  was  one  of  the  grantees,  and  the 
other  was  a  member  of  the  Council  who  voted  for  the  grant. 

By  the  Chairman — Q..  What  is  the  name  of  Mr.  Cathcart, 
the  contractor  ? 

Answer.  His  name  is  William  Cathcart. 

By  Mr.  Alexander — Q.   Contractor  under  Mr.  Shoemaker? 

Answer.  I  did  not  intend  to  say  that.  The  road  passes 
my  door,  and  that  portion  of  it  was  laid  by  Cathcart  and 
Shoemaker,  as  contractors  under  Mr.  Brock. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  members 
of  the  City  Council  connected  with  this  matter  ?  or  the  Ser- 
geant-at-Arms,  or  anything  of  that  sort? 

Answer.  Some  of  the  others  got  contracts  to  furnish  the 
lumber  and  stoning  pieces  ;  Mr.  Kandolph  was  one,  who 
keeps  a  lumber  yard. 

Question.  Was  he  one  of  the  City  Council  who  voted  for 
the  bill? 

Answer.  He  was  a  member  from  the  2d  ward.  I  never 
saw  him  furnish  lumber,  but  I  so  understood. 

Mr.  Campbell — You  have  no  right  to  state  anything  but  of 
your  own  knowledge. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Q.  Did  they  lay  down  the  road,  and  act 
as  contractors  in  constructing  the  road  ? 

Answer.  The  lumber  was  sent  there  in  wagons  from  the 
lumber  yards,  and,  enquiry  being  made,  I  was  informed  by  the 
contractor  himself  that  Mr.  Randolph  furnished  the  lumber. 

Mr,  Gordon — That  is  not  testimony,  because  he  can  be  in- 
troduced here  to  testify  for  himself. 

The  Witness — I  vvdsh  he  was  here  now. 

The  Chairman — There  is  a  summons  out  for  him,  but  it 
has  not  been  returned. 

The  Witness — That  is  all  the  way  I  have  information  about 
that  matter. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Q.  How  long  has  Mr.  Brock  been  in  Bal- 
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timore  ?  Had  you  seen  him  in  Baltimore  before  this  grant 
was  made  by  the  City  Council  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  oversee  him  there  shortly  afterwards? 

Answer.  Not  for  some  time  after. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  time  when  the  books  were 
opened  to  take  subscriptions  of  stock  ? 

Answer.  I  have  a  distinct  recollection. 

Question.  AVas  Mr.  Brock  in  the  city  then? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say.  My  impression  is  that  he  was. 
I  had  seen  him  there  before,  but  I  do  not  know  whether  he 
was  there  on  that  day. 

Question.  Was  he  a  resident  of  Baltimore? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Where  did  he  reside  ? 

Answer.  In  Philadelphia. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Q.  Have  you  any  other  knowledge  con- 
nected with  this  matter  ?  You  are  a  lawyer,  and  can  tell 
what  will  be  matter  of  evidence  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  have. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  of  any  other  parties  who  had 
offices  and  got  appointments  ?  Did  or  did  not  the  Sergeant- 
at-Arms  get  a  place  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  kind  of  an  office  that  is  on 
that  road. 

Question.  I  mean  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Council. 

Answer.  We  have  door-keepers  there. 

Question.  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  terms  for  such  things, 
as  I  do  not  live  in  a  large  city.  Did  the  door-keeper  get  a 
place  ? 

AnsAver.  I  am  unable  to  say. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Q.  You  say  that  you  think  Mr.  Brock 
was  in  the  city  before  the  subscriptions  of  stock  were  taken 
for  the  road  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  Was  he  there  shortly  afterwards  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  soon  after  the  subscri]3tions  of  stock  did  he 
become  a  purchaser  ? 

Gov.  Pratt — He  purchased  in  April.  The  documentary 
evidence  proves  that  the  books  for  the  subscription  of  stock 
were  opened  in  June.  The  $500  that  the  witness  speaks  of 
was  the  consideration  given  to  the  grantees. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Q.  Was  any  consideration  named  in 
the  grant  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir  ;  there  is  no  consideration  named  in  the 
grant. 

Question.  I  understood  you  to  say  tliat  this  |2,500,  which 
Mr.  Brock  told  you  he  paid,  was  paid  for  the  use  of  the  names 
to  be  incorporated  in  the  grant,  and  not  for  the  transfer.  Did 
he  say  anything  about  this  being  a  consideration  for  the 
transfer  ? 

Answer.  I  asked  Mr.  Brock  tlie  question  distinctly  whether 
he  paid,  and  what  amount,  and  he  replied,  to  the  best  of  my 
recollection — and  if  I  am  wrong,  I  think  the  rest  of  the  gen- 
tlemen present  can  recollect  better  than  I  do — that  he  paid 
these  gentlemen  |2,500  for  the  use  of  their  names.  I  then 
asked  him  in  regard  to  my  friend,  if  he  paid  him  $500  cash, 
and  he  answered  emphatically  that  he  paid  him  |500  cash. 

By  Mr.  Maxwell — Q.  Did  he  say  it  was  to  get  the  use  of 
their  names  in  procuring  the  grant  ? 

Answer.  If  their  names  are  in  the  grant  ihej  must  have 
gone  in  the  Council.  That  is  the  answer,  to  the  best  of  my 
recollection. 

Question.  I  want  to  know  what  he  said  ? 

Answer.  That  is  what  he  said. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Q.  That  was  in  answer  to  the  question 
you  put  as  to  what  he  paid  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  then  asked  in  regard  to  the  gentleman, 
a  neighbor  of  mine,  whether  it  was  in  mone}^  or  by  a  promise 
to  pay  that  he  was  paid,  and  he  answered  emphatically  that 
he  paid  $500  cash  to  him  as  well  as  to  others. 

By  Mr.  Blaki stone — Q.  You  asked  him  the  question,  what 
he  paid  those  gentlemen  for  the  use  of  their  names,  and  in 
response  to  that  he  said,  "  I  paid  them  $2,500." 

Answer.  For  the  use  of  their  names  ;  that  is  my  recollec- 
tion of  it. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Q.  Where  are  their  subscription  books? 
Who  has  them  ? 

Answer.  I  am  unable  to  say,  of  my  own  knowledge,  where 
they  are.     They  were  at  the  Penitentiary  at  one  time. 

Question.  Do  they  send  books  to  your  Penitentiary  in  Bal- 
timore ? 

Answer.  They  made  a  very  mysterious  disappearance  at 
one  time,  and  were  found  at  the  Penitentiary. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Have  you  any  papers  con- 
nected with  this  case  ? 

Answer.  I  have  some — [handing  them  to  the  committee.] 

Mr.  Campbell — [After  examining  the  papers.] — This  is  a 
communication  addressed  to  John  Bunting. 

The  Witness.  He  was  Clerk  of  the  Council. 
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Mr.  Campbeli — By  whom  was  it  written  ? 

Mr.  Pratt — We  object  to  this  paper. 

The  Chairman — The  committee  will  examine  tlie  papers. 

By  Mr.  BLakistone — Question.  Did  Mr.  Brock  say  anything 
about  what  Mayor  Swann's  opinion  of  this  grant  was  before 
it  was  made  ? 

Mr.  White— Is  that  evidence  ? 

Mr.  Gordon — That  woukl  be  evidence  if  Mr.  Brock  toklthc 
witness  what  Swann's  opinion  was  before  the  grant  was  made, 
as  it  would  show  that  he  had  communication  with  Swann  be- 
fore the  grant  was  made. 

The  Witness — [In  answer  to  the  question] — In  tlie  course 
of  the  conversation,  which  lasted  for  some  hours,  at  our  room, 
he  spoke  in  regard  to  the  whole  matter,  and  I  gave  him  my 
opinion  of  the  whole  matter  very  freely  and  frankly.  He 
said  that  Swann  need  not  make  so  much  noise  about  it, 
because  he  was  perfectly  well  aware  that  they  were  going  to 
buy  the  grant  before  it  was  made. 

William  L.  Montague,  recalled. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Q.  Had  you  at  any  time  a  conversation 
with  any  member  of  the  City  Council  with  regard  to  the  pas- 
sage of  this  railroad  bill  before  the  council  ? 

Mr.  Alexander  objected  to  the  question. 

Mr.  Blakistone — My  object  is- this  :  I  want  to  prove  that  a 
member  of  the  City  Council  told  the  witness,  after  the  pas- 
sage of  the  bill,  that  he  knew  before  it  was  passed,  for  whose 
benefit  it  was  to  be  passed. 

Mr.  Gordon — Can  you  get  that  member  of  the  City  Coun- 
cil to  be  here  ? 

Gov.  Pratt — He  is  here. 

The  Chairman — The  committee  think  it  would  be  better  to 
have  the  evidence  of  tlie  member  of  the  council  himself. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Q.  Do  you  know  any  member  of  the 
City  Council  employed  by  Mr.  Brock,  any  others  than  those 
spoken  of  by  Mr.  McAllister  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  those  he  stated.  The  facts 
brought  to  my  knowledge  in  connection  with  this  question 
were  brought  to  my  knowledge  by  the  testimony  taken  in  the 
committee  of  the  Council. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Q.  Your  statement  of  those  facts  would 
not  he  evidence.     Have  you  that  testimony  ? 

Answer.   I  have  the  proceedings  of  the  committee. 
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Mr.  White — That  evidence  before  the  committee  was  not 
taken  under  oath. 

Gov.  Pratt — Those  proceedings  would  not  be  evidence,  be- 
cause the  parties  were  not  examined  under  oath.  Besides, 
some  of  those  parties  are  here,  and  they  are  the  best  j)arties 
to  speak. 

Mr.  Gordon — The  committee  would  only  use  those  proceed- 
ings as  a  means  of  directing  us  in  what  direction  to  look  for 
evidence,  as  a  lawyer  would  use  a  witness  in  a  case,  he  would 
call  the  witnesses  themselves  and  examine  them. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Q.  Do  you  know  any  members  of  the 
City  Council  who  voted  for  that  bill,  who  were  afterwards 
contractors  upon  the  line  of  the  road  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  AVho  were  they  ? 

Answer.  William  H.  Cathcart,  Silas  Beachem  and  John 
W.  Eandolph. 

Question.  Were  there  any  others  who  had  other  contracts 
to  furnish  iron,  or  lumber,  or  other  materials  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  at  this  moment  recollect  the  names  of 
any  others,  but  those  three  names  I  recollect  distinctly. 

George  R.  Berry,  called  and  sworn. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Q.  Were  you  present  at  the  Conven- 
tion alluded  to  by  Mr.  McAllister  ? 

Answer.  I  was. 

Question.  Will  you  state  your  recollection  of  that  Conven- 
tion ? 

Answer.  Mr.  McAllister  has  given  it  much  more  explicitly 
than  I  could,  and  as  near  the  fact  as  I  can  recollect.  Pre- 
cisely what  he  said,  according  to  my  recollection,  took  place 
in  the  room.  After  the  conversation  was  over  I  had  a  few 
words  with  Mr.  Brock.  I  was  lying  on  the  bed  ;  there  were 
six  or  seven  in  the  room.  I  said  :  "Mr.  Brock,  there  appears 
to  be  a  great  deal  of  corruption  in  this  matter  ;  that  is  not  a 
matter  that  would  influence  my  vote  ;  I  would  not  blame  you 
for  buying  the  city  of  Baltimore^  if  you  could  do  it,  but  I  blame 
you  for  not  opening  the  books  for  subscription."  He  said  he  was 
anxious  to  do  so^  and  tried  to  do  so  ;  but  he  was  advised  by 
his  counsel  not  to  do  it — that  it  was  illegal.  He  said  Mr. 
Schley  and  Mr.  Campbell,  I  think^  gave  that  opinion.  I 
asked  him  if  he  could  get  that  opinion  in  writing,  and  said 
that  it  would  have  great  weight  with  me.  He  said  a  few 
nights  ago  that  he  could  get  it. 

Mr.  Campbell — That  is  the  fact;  it  was  under  our  advice 
that  the  books  were  not  opened.     I   proposed  to  Mr.  Swann 
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that  if  lie  had  any  doubt  about  it,  he  better  himself  make  an 
application  for  a  mandamus  to  have  the  book  opened,  and  in 
that  way  ho  could  liavc  the  question  tested  before  the  time 
expired. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — [To  Witness.  ]     Q.    Your  statement, 
then,  is  the  same  as  Mr.  McAllister's? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  exactly. 

Thomas  Gould,  called  and  sworn. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Q.  Were  you  })resenfc  at  the  conversa- 
tion referred  to  by  Mr.  McAllister? 
Answer.  I  was. 

Question.  What  is  your  recollection  of  that  conversation  ? 

Answer.  That  which  you  have  stated  here  I  acknowledge 
to  be  the  true  facts  of  the  case.  '  I  heard  the  conversation, 
and  I  could  not  add  anything  to,  or  take  anything  from  what 
has  been  here  stated. 

Mr.  Campbell — Let  the  witness  himself  state  what  he 
heard. 

Mr.  Gordon — Question.  Will  you  state  your  recollection 
of  it? 

Answer.  I  heard  Mr.  McAllister  ask  Brock  the  question  in 
relation  to  the  five  grantees  of  this  road,  whether  not  he  paid 
them  any  money  for  the  grant  or  not,  and  he  said  he  paid  them 
$2,500  :  $500  a  piece  for  the  use  of  their  names  in  that  bill. 
I  furthermore  heard  him  say  in  answer  to  a  question,  that  Mr. 
Swann  need  not  make  so  much  fuss  in  his  message  about  this 
matter,  for  he  knew  their  capital  was  to  build  this  road.  I 
heard  Mr.  Denison  read  the  application  of  Brock  to  the  Leg- 
islature to  confirm  this  grant,  and  saw  no  provision  made  in 
regard  to  the  citizens  of  Baltimore  participating  in  this  road. 
I  said  to  Mr.  Brock — ''  If  you  obtain  this  charter  you  ask, 
although  I  see  nothing  in  this  document  that  makes  any  pro- 
vision for  that,  will  you  allow  the  citizens  of  Baltimore  to 
have  any  of  this  stock  ?"  He  said — ''  No,  sir  ;  we  have  had 
all  the  expense  and  trouble  of  this  road,  and  we  want  all  the 
profits." 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Has  any  contract  been  ten- 
dered to  you,  since  you  have  been  selected  to  this  Legislature 
by  Mr.  Brock  or  any  person  connected  with  him  ? 

Answer.  There  might  have  been  one,  possibly  tendered  in- 
directly, not  by  Mr.  Brock  himself.  I  never  had  an}^  conver- 
sation with  him,  except  what  I  have  said. 

Question,  flave  you  had  any  contract  tendered  to  you  to 
make  a  portion  of  this  road  ? 
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Answer.  There  was  a  couple  of  gentlemen  who  asked  me 
how  I  would  like  to  join  them  in  a  contract  to  lay  down  the 
south  branch  of  this  road,  and  they  said  that,  perhaps,  they 
could  make  a  couple  of  thousand  dollars  out  of  this  road. 

Question.  Who  were  these  gentlemen  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Eohert  Cathcart  and  Mr.  McComas. 

Question.  Were  both  of  these  gentlemen  members  of  the 
City  Council? 

Answer.  Mr.  McComas  was,  I  think  :  but  Mr.  Cathcart 
was  one  of  the  grantees. 

By  Mr.  White — Question.  Did  they  ask  you  to  unite  in 
biddii;ig  for  a  contract? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  that  was  the  question. 

By  Mr.  Campbell — Question.  Had  you  any  conversation 
with  Mr.  Brock  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  Never  in  my  life,  except  what  I  have 
said. 

Adjourned  till  to-morrow  morning  at  9  o'clock. 


Saturday,  February  11,  1860. 

William  H.  Travers,  called  and  sworn.  Examined  by  Mr. 
Blakistone. 

Question.  Were  you  one  of  the  grantees  in  the  bill  passed 
by  the  City  Council  of  Baltimore,  commonly  known  as  the 
Travers  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  was. 

Question.  Did  you  m3.ke  the  apj)lication  to  the  City  Coun- 
cil for  the  grant  of  the  City  Passenger  Kailway,  with  the  view 
of  building  that  road  yourself,  in 'connection  with  the  other 
grantees  and  applicants  ? 

Answer.  I  will  answer  that  question  by  stating  my  con- 
nection with  the  matter. 

Question.  I  would  like  to  have  you  conline  yourself  .to  the 
interrogatory,  because  I  have  a  number  of  them  to  ask  you. 

Answer.  If  I  were  to  answer  your  question  either  affirma- 
tively or  negatively,  it  would  not,  perhaps,  be  strictly  the 
truth  ;  and,  therefore,  it  Avas  that  I  proposed  to  give  my  con- 
nection with  the  matter. 
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Question.  Had  you  any  idea,  at  tlie  time  you  permitted 
3'^our  name  to  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  this  grant, 
that  you  and  the  four  gentlemen  associated  with  you  would 
build  tliis  road  ? 

Answer.  We  expected  to  build  it  in  association  Avith  other 
gentlemen. 

Question.  You  then  really  expected  to  invest  your  own 
money  in  building  this  road  ? 

Answer.   Oh  !  no  ;  I  did  not  say  that. 

Question.  Were  these  parties,  who  were  connected  with 
you,  men  of  capital  and  means? 

Answer.  They  were,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Grordon — Question.   Which  of  them  ? 

Answer.  You  will  see  the  necessity  of  my  making  this 
statement  in  form. 

Question.  You  can  make  your  explanation  afterwards. 

Answer.  I  will  say  that  from  the  beginning  it  was  under- 
stood that  the  capital  was  to  come  from  Philadelphia. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — I  will  go  on  and  put  my  questions, 
and  would  like  you  to  answer  them  as  briefly  as  you  can,  and 
I  have  no  objection  to  your  making  a  general  statement  after- 
wards. 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  want  to  make  my  answers  so  brie''^ 
as  to  put  me  in  a  false  position. 

Mr.  Blakistone — I  have  no  desire  to  do  that. 

Mr.  Gordon — If  you  will  answer  these  questions  in  a  brief 
Avay,  you  can  then  have  an  opportunity  to  explain  and  put 
yourself  right. 

The  Witness — The  shortest  way,  I  think,  would  be  to  make 
the  statement  first,  and  not  have  it  come  in  as  an  explanation 
afterwards. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  You  say  you  expected  the 
capital  to  come  from  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.   Certainly  ;  always  understood  so. 

Question.  At  whose  instance  was  your  name  used  ? 

Answer.  A  member  of  the  City  Council  requested  that  I 
should  suffer  my  name  to  be  used  as  one  of  the  grantees^  and 
I  understood  at  the  time  that  I  should  be  connected  witli  capi- 
talists from  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  who  proposed  to  furnish 
this  capital  for  that  purpose. 

Question.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  were  requested 
by  one  of  tlie  City  Council  to  let  him  have  the  use  of  your 
name,  to  be  used  in  the  bill  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  this 
grant,  the  capital  for  which  Avould  be  furnished  by  Philadel- 
phians  ? 
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Answer.  He  said  lie  was  authorised— or  lie  requested  me  to 
become  one  of  tlie  grantees,  giving  me  to  understand  distinct- 
ly that  the  capital  was  to  come  from  Philadelphia. 

Question.  Who  was  that  member  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Wood. 

Question.  What  inducement  was  held  out  to  you  by  Mr. 
Wood  to  become  one  of  the  grantees  ? 

Answer.  No  inducement  whatever.  I  did  it  as  an  act  of 
friendship,  and  also  because  I  believed  it  was  the  policy  of  the 
city  of  Baltimore  to  bring  capital  from  other  places  to  be  in- 
vested in  it,  and  because  I  believed  it  would  give  employment 
to  a  large  number  of  the  citizens  of  Baltimore,  in  the  matter 
of  contracts,  in  constructing  the  road,  and  also  in  operating 
it.  One  of  the  things  that  commended  it  to  my  favorable  at- 
tention was  the  fact  that  capital  was  to  be  brought  to  Balti- 
more. 

Question.  After  the  grant  was  made  by  the  Council,  did 
you  negotiate  for  the  assignment  of  it  ?  « 

Answer.  Do  you  mean  by  that  to  ask  if  there  was  a  sale  ? 

Question.  Yes,  I  mean  was  there  a  transfer? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  there  was. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  sign  a  paper  purporting  to  be  an 
assignment  of  this  grant  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question,  Were  you  consulted  about  this  assignment  ? 

Answer.  Certainly  I  was,  or  I  would  not  have  signed  it. 
After  the  ]Dassage  of  this  ordinance,  there  was  a  meeting  of 
the  capitalists  from  the  city  of  Philadelphia  with  the  gran- 
tees under  the  ordinance,  and  this  assignment  was  made  on 
account  of  the  difficulties  that  arose  in  working  this  matter 
as  a  j^artnership,  and  probably  on  account  of  the  death  of  one 
of  the  grantees.  It  was  thought  that  it  Avould  not  be  fair  to 
involve  the  capitalists  in  any  difficulties  on  that  account,  and 
the  assignment  was  made. 

Question.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  there  was  really 
no  valuable  consideration  given  ? 

Answer.  I  received  after  the  assignment,  but  in  no  consid- 
eration whatever  of  the  assignment,  the  sum  of  $500  for  ser- 
vices. I  prepared  the  papers,  negotiated  with  the  omnibus 
proprietors,  &c.  I  did  not  consider  that  what  I  received  was 
in  consideration  for  the  assignment.  And  I  will  further 
state,  as  evidence  of  that  fact,  that  after  the  passage  of  this 
ordinance  I  was  visited  by  different  parties  from  different  sec- 
tions of  the  country,  and  we  had  an  offer  of  $150,000  for  this 
grant,  which  we  declined  on  account  of  the  fact  that  from  the 
beginning  it  was  understood  that  the  capital  Avas  to  come 


from  the  city  of  Philadelphia^  and  it  would  have  been  in  vio- 
lation of  that  understanding  to  have  sold  it  to  any  one. 

Question.  To  any  others? 

Answer.  To  any  one. 

Question.  The  grant,  then,  was  not  in  fact  for  Baltimore- 
ans,  hut  for  Philadelphia  capitalists? 

Answer.  The  Philadelphia  capitalists  were  to  furnish  the 
principal,  but  we  were  to  have  the  control  and  management 
of  the  contracting  and  operation  of  the  road. 

Question.  And  it  was  in  that  view  that  the  grant  was 
made? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Brock  connected  with  the  parties,  or 
was  he  one  party  ? 

Answer,  fie  was  one  of  the  parties  to  whom  the  assign- 
ment was  made. 

Question.  Was  he  one  cf  the  parties  who  were  to  furnish 
this  capital  ? 

Answer.  I  presume  he  was.  He  was  a  party  introduced  to 
me  as  one  of  them. 

Question.  By  whom  was  he  introduced  to  you? 

Answer.  I  really  do  not  remember. 

By  Mr.  Gordon. — Question.  Did  Mr.  Wood  tell  you  who 
the  parties  were  f 

Answer.  He  did  not  tell  me  by  name. 

Question.  Did  you  know  at  the  time  the  grant  was  made 
that  Mr.  Brock  was  to  be  one  of  the  parties  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  know  that  he  was  to  be  one  of  the  gran- 
tees by  name.  I  had  every  reason  to  believe  they  were  to  be 
parties. 

Question.  How  soon  after  the  passage  of  the  ordinance  did 
you  become  acquainted  with  Mr.  Brock  and  these  other  gen- 
tlemen ? 

Aiiswer.  I  think  it  was  two  or  three  days  afterwards. 

Question.  How  soon  after  that  was  the  grant  made? 

Answer.  The  assignment  was  made  about  that  time,  three 
or  four  days  afterwards. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Were  they,   or  not,  intro- 
duced to  you  as  the  parties  referred  to  by  Mr.  Wood  ? 
Answer.  I  so  understood. 

Question.  In  fact  that  the  grant  was  procured  for  them  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  Was  that  said  in  their  pres- 
ence ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  mean  to  be  understood  so. 
Question.  Did  they  understand  it  from  what  occurred  ? 
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Answer.  I  suppose  so. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  You  liave  no  knowledge  of 
any  sum  of  money  agreed  to  lie  paid  by  Broclv  &  Co.  for  the 
assignment? 

Answer.  I  speak  of  my  own  connection  with  the  matter. 
What  the|other  grantees  understood,,  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Have  you,  or  not,  heard  from  these  grantees  that 
there  was  a  sum  of  money  to  be  paid  by  Mr.  Brock  for  the  use 
of  their  names  ? 

Mr.  Alexander.  That  is  not  evidence. 

Mr.  Gordon.  What,  the  grantees  themselves  would  be  evi- 
dence. 

Mr.  White.  What  the  assignees  said,  not  what  the  gran- 
tees said. 

Mr.  Gordon.  I  had  confounded  the  two  ;  I  understood  the 
assignees  to  be  meant. 

Mr.  Blakistone.  The  gentleman  is  so  entirely  technical 
that  I  will  not  press  the  question. 

Question.  [To  Witness.  |  Did  you,  at  the  time  of  the  as" 
signment,  stipulate  with  the  assignees  that  this  grant  should 
be  faithfully  carried  out,  and  the  books  for  subscriptions  of 
stock  should  be  opened — in  fact,  that  the  parties  should  com- 
ply with  the  terms  of  the  grant  ? — at  the  time  of  the  assign- 
ment or  at  any  subsequent  time  ? 

Answer.  Of  course  ;  I  could  have  had  nothing  to  do  with 
an  ordinance  that  was  not  to  be  carried  out  in  good  faith. 

Question.  Did  these  parties  carry  out  that  ordinance  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  that,  with  the  exception  of  the  7th  sec- 
tion, which  refers  to  the  opening  of  the  books,  the  ordinance 
in  every  respect  was  carried  out. 

Question.  At  the  time  you  applied  for  this  grant,  did  you, 
or  not,  feel  that  it  was  your  duty,  under  that  ordinance,  to 
open  the  books  ? 

Answer.  We  did  open  them. 

Question.  You  opened  them  ? 

Answer.  We  did. 

Question.  You  mean  that  the  grantees  opened  them? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  SulDsequent  to  the  assignment  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Had  you,  or  not,  any  consultation  with  Mr. 
Brock,  or  with  any  of  the  assignees,  with  regard  to  opening 
the  books  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  any  distinct  interview  with 
them  upon  that  subject.     But  as  the  counsel,  Mr.  Campbell, 
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stated  last  night,  Mr.  Brock  and  his  co-assignees,  under  their 
advice,  declined  to  open  the  hooks. 

Question.  I  want  to  know  from  you  whether  yuu  talked 
with  Mr.  Brock,  and  whether  you  did  not  insist  yourself,  as 
one  of  the  grantees,  that  those  books  should  he  opened  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  And  did  or  did  not  Mr.  Brock  decline  to  do  so, 
long  before  the  hooks  were  opened  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  was  long  before  the  books  were 
opened. 

Question.  Did  not  he  claim  that  he  was  the  sole  purchaser 
of  this  franchise — he  and  his  assignees  ? 

Answer.  He  did  not — not  to  me. 

Question.  He  acted  so  at  all  events.  By  what  authority 
did  you  assume  to  open  these  books  afterwards  ? 

Answer.  It  was  a  part  of  the  ordinance  ;  and  as  I  said  be- 
fore, there  was  no  part  of  the  ordinance  that  I  did  not  intend 
to  carry  out  in  good  faith  ;  and  if  there  were  any  rights  to  be 
obtained  by  parties  who  chose  to  subscribe  under  that  7th 
section,  I  desired  to  give  them  the  opportunity. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Q.uestion.  I  understand  you  to  say  that, 
so  far  as  you  yourself  were  concerned,  your  understanding 
was  that  there  was  no  consideration  paid  by  these  gentlemen 
for  this  assignment  ? 

Answer.  I  consider  that  that  assignment  was  a  valid  as- 
signment. 

Question.  I  am  asking  you  about  the  consideration  paid 
for  it. 

Answer.  I  spoke  of  a  consideration  of  ^j^SOO  having  been  re- 
ceived by  me.  But  I  did  not  consider  that  at  all  as  purchase 
money  of  this  grant. 

Question.  Then  your  understanding  of  the  matter  was  that 
these  gentlemen  simply  took  your  place,  except  that  you  were 
to  perform  the  duty  assigned  to  you  in  the  ordinance  of  open- 
ing the  books  ? 

Answer.  Precisely. 

Question.  And  you  called  upon  these  gentlemen  to  open 
these  books,  and  they  objected  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  call  upon  them.  It  was  understood,  as 
I  said  before,  that  these  gentlemen  objected  to  open  these 
books  under  the  advice  of  counsel. 

Question.  But  you  feeling  tliat  it  was  your  duty,  did  open 
them? 

Answer.   I  did. 

Question.   Were  }oii  jdcsent  wiien  the  books  were  opened? 

Answer.   I  Avas. 
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Question.  Do  you  know  where  those  hooks  are  ? 

Answer.  They  are  on  deposit  in  the  Bank  of  Commerce, 
suhject  to  my  order,  and  the  gentlemen  connected  with  the 
subscriptions. 

Question.  Will  you  he  kind  enough  to  furnish  those  hooks 
to  the  committee  ? 

Answer.  I  will  furnish  you  with  an  order  in  conjunction 
with  the  other  gentlemen.  There  was  a  gentleman  furnished 
by  the  subscribers,   to  act   in  conjunction    with  the  grantees. 

[A  Mr.  Thompson,  present  in  the  committee  room,  stated 
that  he  had  a  copy  of  the  booki?,  certified  to  by  Mr.  Travers  as 
a  correct  copy.  At  the  request  of  the  Committee,  Mr.  Thomp- 
son handed  the  copy  to  the  Committee.] 

Question.  [To  witness.]  Will  you  look  at  this  copy  and  say 
whether,  or  not,  it  is  a  correct  copy  ? 

Answer.   [Looking  at  the  copy.]  That  is  a  true  copy. 

Question,   Where  was  this  book  opened? 

Answer.  At  the  saloon  taken  by  the  company  on  St.  Paul 
street. 

By  Mr,  Blakistone — Question.  What  company? 

Answer.  It  was  taken  by  the  grantees  and  assignees. 

Question.  And  these  subscriptions  Avere  taken  at  the  rooms 
of  the  company  ? 

Answer    Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  The  subscriptions,  you  say, 
were  taken  at  their  rooms  on  St.  Paul  street  ? 

Answer.  At  the  room  originally  taken  by  the  assignors  ; 
but  they  afterwards  gave  notice  that  they  had  removed  their 
office  to  another  part  of  the  city.  The  hall  was  thus  left  in 
possession  of  the  original  grantees. 

Question.  At  the  time  of  the  subscriptions  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Were  these  subscriptions  of  stock  taken  at  the 
first  meeting  ? 

Answer.  The  ordinance  required  that  the  hooks  should  be 
opened  within  sixty  days,  and  that  ten  days'  notice  should  be 
given  of  the  time  and  place^  which  notice  was  duly  given. 
The  books  were  kept  open  for  the  space  of  five  days^  as  was 
required  ;  and  I  was  present  from  time  to  time,  as  v/ere  the 
other  grantees,  and  superintended  the  subscription. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  YVeve  the  books  opened 
within  the  sixt}'-  days^,  and  were  they  kept  open  for  five  days  ? 

Answer.   They  were. 

By  Mr.  Goedon — Question.  Do  you  know  the  subscribers 
to  this  stock  ? 
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Answer.  Some  of  them. 

Question.  Do  yon  know  Dr.  B.  L.  Bussy  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  him. 

Question.  I  see  he  was  ca  subscriber  for  |25,000  ? 

Answer.   There  were  some  very  large  subscriptions. 

Question.  Is  he  a  man  of  substance,  a  man  of  large  means, 
who  can  afford  to  subscribe  for  that  amount  of  stock  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  There  is  a  subscription  there  for 
$65,000,000. 

Question.  Here  is  the  name  of —  Durham  for  ,$60,000  ;  do 
you  know  him? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question .  Is  he  a  man  of  means  and  wealth  ? 

Mr.  Turner — We  do  not  consider  him  worth  over  |59,000. 

The  Witness — I  think  I  heard  of  a  transfer  from  him. 

iiy  Mr.  Goldsborough,  [Chairman] — Question.  Is  it  not 
often  customary  for  a  gentleman  to  subscribe  for  a  much 
larger  amount  of  stock  than  they  intend  to  take  ?  And  did 
not  the  ordinance  provide  that  if  a  larger  amount  of  stock 
is  taken  than  the  capital  provided  l^or,  that  there  should  be  a 
pro  rata  reduction? 

Answer.   Certainly. 

Question.  And  these  men  subscribed  fo^-  more  stock  than 
they  were  worth,  knowing  that  there  was  to  be  a  pro  rata  re- 
duction ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  certainly. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — The  object  of  questioning  you  about  this 
book  was  to  see  if  these  subscribers  were  bona  fide. 

Answer,  Certainly,  and  I  made  the  answer  ;  I  did  without 
reflection  upon  any  one. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Thomas  J.  Crum  ? 

Answer.  I  know  the  gentleman  by  reputation. 

Question.  I  see  he  is  a  subscriber  for  |60,000. 

Answer.  I  know  nothing  about  his  means. 

[Mr.  Turner,  of  the  Committee,  then  read  the  seventh  sec- 
tion of  the  Travers  Ordinance,  providing  for  the  opening  of 
books  for  subscribers,  and  if  more  stock  than  is  necessary  is 
subscribed  for,  that  a  pro  rata  distribution  should  be  made.] 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  Is  there  any  limit  to  the  amount 
of  stock  authorised  to  be  issued  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Then,  of  course,  there  could  be  no  pro  rata  re- 
duction of  the  subscriptions  of  stock,  if  the  subscriptions  were 
bona  fide,  for  they  would  be  entitled  to  all  for  which  they 
subscribed  ? 
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Answer.  The  view  of  the  grantees  was  this  :  that  it  was 
their  duty  to  open  the  books,  and  you  will  observe  by  com- 
paring the  book  with  that  seventh  section,  that  the  language 
of  the  section  exactly  is  employed  in  the  book.  ''The  under- 
signed, being  subscribers  to  stock,"  and  then  follows  the  lan- 
guage of  the  section.  The  idea  of  the  grantees  was  that  they 
had  no  power  whatever  to  fix  the  amount  of  stock,  since  they 
were  not  a  corporation,  not  having  received  any  corporate  au- 
thority from  a  legislative  body  competent  to  confer  corporate 
authorities  upon  them.  They  thought  this  subject  would  be 
referred  to  the  Legislature,  who  would  fix  the  amount  of  cap- 
ital which  the  corporation  was  to  be  allewed  to  issue.  That 
being  done  when  the  question  of  the  pro  rata  division  of  the 
stock  would  naturally  arise. 

Question.  Was  the  subscription  to  the  stock  conducted  or- 
derly, and  in  a  business-like  manner  ? 

Answer.  Until  the  last  day  it  was,  and  then  there  was  a 
rush  on  the  part  of  persons  who  I  thought  had  some  design,  I 
did  not  know  what,  in  obtaining  possession  of  this  affair. 
There  was  some  disorder  the  last  day,  on  account  of  the  crowd 
that  was  present. 

Question.  Was  there  a  rush  to  procure  subscriptions  ? 
Answer.  There  seemed  to  be  a  desire  to  subscribe. 
Question.  Was  any  threat  made  against  the  clerk  if  he  did 
not  put  down  the  names  of  parties  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  hear  of  any  threats  of  that  description. 
The  clerk  was  in  a  back  room,  and  it  was  somewhat  dijBficult 
to  get  in  there. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  was  done  vfith  these  subscrip- 
tions afterwards  ?  Did  these  parties  claim  their  rights,  or  were 
their  claims  bought  out  by  any  person  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  of  any  purchase  being  made  by  any 
one.  I  heard  of  one  or  two  instances  of  transfers  of  stock  for 
small  consideration. 

Question.  Who  were  the  parties? 

Answer.  I  think  the  party  I  heard  of  was  Mr.  Durham. 
Question.  Any  others? 
Answer.  That  is  all  I  heard  of. 
Question.  Is  Mr.  Durham  here? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  wish  to  make  au  explanation, 
if  you  will  allow  me  to  do  so  ;  an  explanation  of  a  personal 
nature  in  connection  with  the  subscription  book  which  has 
been  referred  to  as  having  been  taken  to  the  Baltimore  Peni- 
tentiarj  .  We  advertised  that  the  books  would  be  opened  cer- 
tain hours  of  the  day.  They  were  closed  promptly  at  the 
time,  and  after  they  were  closed  there  was  a  rush  made,  as  1 
understood  l)y  the  subscribers  of  tlie  stock,  to  get  posseasi<ni 


23 

of  the  "book.  I  liad  liearcl,  anterior  to  the  time,  that  there 
would  he  an  organization  upon  the  spot  by  the  subscribers, 
and  that  a  demand  would  be  made  upon  the  grantees  for  the 
books.  And  I  supposed  that  this  movement  towards  the  clerk 
for  possession  of  the  books  was  in  pursuance  of  this  plan. 
The  clerk  came  out  of  the  back  room  and  handed  me  the 
book,  and  while  it  was  in  my  possession  it  was  taken  out  of 
my  hands  by  a  party  who  was  afterwards  discovered  to  be 
connected  with  the  Baltimore  Penitentiary. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Who  was  that  person? 

Answer,  Mr.  Dorothy,  clerk  of  the  Baltimore  Penitentiary. 
I  knew  of  no  design  at  all  on  the  part  of  anybody  to  take 
these  books  from  the  office  until  this  occurred.  This  explana- 
tion becomes  necessary  to  me,  because  it  was  charged  in  the 
public  prints  that  there  was  complicity  between  myself  and 
the  parties  who  abstracted  the  books. 

Question.  Was  the  book  forcibly  taken  from  you? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  became  of  them  ? 

Answer.  The  party  having  been  seen  upon  the  steps  in  his 
retreat,  and  being  recognized  as  the  clerk  of  the  Penitentiary, 
I  immediately  insisted  upon  accompanying  some  gentlemen, 
appointed  on  the  part  of  the  subscribers,  to  the  Penitentiary 
to  procure  the  book.  We  did  so,  and  I  suppose  that  in  half 
an  hour  after  the  book  was  taken  we  found  the  clerk,  and  the 
book  was  recovered. 

Question.  This  person  took  the  subscription  book  to  the 
Penitentiary  ? 

Answer.  He  took  it  out  of  the  room,  but  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  took  it  to  the  Penitentiary  or  not.' 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  Do  you  know  John  Patrick? 
Answer.  By  reputation. 
Question.  Is  he  a  man  of  wealth  ? 
Answer.  I  think  not. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Who  is  Mr.  Graff? 

Answer.  He  is  a  liquor  dealer  of  the  city  of  Baltimore. 

Question.  Is  he  a  man  of  means? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  positively.  I  do  not  think  he  is  re- 
puted to  be  a  man  of  wealth. 

Question.  Has  he  the  reputation  of  being  a  man  of  mode- 
rate wealth  ? 

Answer.  I  know  but  little  of  his  reputation.  I  do  not 
think  he  is  considered  to  be  a  wealthy  man. 

Question.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  pecuniary  condition 
of  the  greater  portion  of  the  subscribers  to  this  stock  ? 
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Answer.  I  tliink  I  know  a  great  many  of  them,  but  I  do 
not  recollect  all  tlieir  names. 

Question.  Speak  in  general  terms.  ^ 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  hold  that  any  portion  of  them  are  re- 
sponsible men — pecuniarily  so  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  think  a  portion  of  them  are  men  who  would 
pay  up  their  subscriptions  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  doubt  about  that. 

Question.  Did  they  take  this  stock  in  good  faith  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  doubt  they  did. 

Question.  Have  they  received  any  consideration  for  their 
transfer  of  stock  ? — or  have  they  transferred  ? 

Answer.  I  know  of  only  the  one  cape  I  have  mentioned. 

Question.  Is  there  any  stock  held  outside  of  the  firm  of 
Brock  &  Co.,  Philadelphia,  capitalists? 

Answer.  There  has  been  no  stock  issued  as  yet — there  is 
no  power  to  issue  such. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Stone,  who  is  seen  here  as  a 
subscriber  for  $50,000,000?  He  is  the  keeper  of  the  Gilmor 
House  in  Baltimore,  is  he  not? 

Answer.  He  is  connected  with  that  establishment. 

By   Mr.    Gordon — Question.  Was   Mr.    Brock   or   any   of 
the   assignees  present  at  the  taking  of  this  stock  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Where  did  Brock  generally 
stop  in  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  At  the  Gilmor  House,  I  think. 

Question.  Was  he  in  town  that  day  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  he  was  ;  I  am  pretty  certain  I 
did  not  see  him. 

Question.  I  want  to  refer  back  to  a  matter.  At  the  time 
of  the  transfer  did  or  did  not  you  take  a  bond  from  Brock  and 
others  for  $50,000,  to  yourselves  individually,  to  indemnify 
you? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  has  become  of  that  bond  ? 

Answer.  It  is  in  possession  of  Mr.  Thomas  Sewall,  on  de- 
posit in  the  Commercial  and  Farmers'  Bank  of  Baltimore,  I 
understand.  When  you  speak  of  a  bond  of  indemnity,  it  be- 
comes necessary  for  me  to  explain. 

Question.  I  will  give  you  an  opportunity  to  do  that  in  a 
moment.  You  say  you  took  a  bond  of  indemnity  for  $50,- 
OOO,  and  it  is  now  in  the  Commercial  and  Farmers'  Bank? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  so  I  understand. 
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Question.  Subject  to  Mr.  SewalFs  order? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  or  not  be  a  member  of  tbe  City  Council  that 
made  tbe  grant  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  be  not  named  in  the  bond  of  indemnity? 

Answer.  I  tbink  be  was. 

Question.  He  was  not  one  of  tbe  grantees  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  • 

Question.  How  was  be  named  ? 

Answer,  As  one  of  the  directors  of  the  company  to  super- 
intend tbe  construction  of  the  road. 

Question.  By  whom  was  he  appointed? 

Answer.  Tbe  bond  was  given  by  Brock  &  Co.  to  us,  and 
tbe  consideration  of  the  bond  was  that  the  parties  were  to 
carry  out  in  good  faith  all  the  provisions  of  the  ordinance. 

Question.  Have  you  ever. made  any  demand  for  that  bond? 

Answer.  I  did  uj^on  one  occasion. 

Question.  What  answer  did  you  receive? 

Answer.  I  did  not  receive  the  bond  ;  I  do  not  know  as  I  re- 
ceived any  answer.  I  always  understood  that  whenever  we, 
the  original  grantees,  should  demand  it,  Mr.  Sewall  would 
deliver  it  to  us.  It  was  asked  for  in  conversation  with  an 
interview  we  had  with  the  Mayor  upon  this  subject. 

Question.  The  party  refused  to  surrender  this  bond? 

Answer.  It  was  not  delivered  to  us. 

Question.  How  was  it  that  you  placed  in  tbe  bands  of  Mr. 
Sewall,  who  was  one  of  the  Directors,  a  bond  which  was 
given  to  you  to  indemnify  you  as  one  of  tbe  grantees,  and  to 
secure  the  city  of  Baltimore  the  faithful  performance  of  the 
ordinance  ? 

Answer.  I  had  every  confidence  that  Mr.  Sewall  would  pre- 
serve that  bond,  and  keep  it  faithfully  subject  to  our  call, 
when  we  asked  for  it ;  as  he  was  one  of  the  directors  I  saw  no 
reason  why  it  should  not  be  kept  in  his  bank  account  there. 

Question.  Who  signed  that  bond? 

Answer.  It  was  signed  by  Mr.  Brock,  tbe  grantees,  and 
some  other  parties. 

Question .  Who  were  the  sureties  in  that  bond  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember. 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Sewall  one  of  them? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  he  would  hardly  become  suretv  for  him- 
self. 

Question.  Was  he  or  not  one  of  the  sureties  to  the  city  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Upon  whom  did  you  make  the  demand  for  this 
bond? 
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Answer.  I  think  I  made  it  upon  Mr.  Sewall  "by  a  note 
which  I  addressed  to  him. 

Question.  Did  you  get  an  answer  to  it? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  see  him  at  any  other  time,  and  speak 
to  him  ahout  it? 

Answer.  I  saw  Mr,  Sewall  and  asked  him  to  leave  the  bond 
with  me,  and  he  said  he  would.  That  was  anterior  to  our 
interview  with  the  Mayor.  It  was  to  have  heen  left  with  me 
the  next  day,  but  it  was  not  left,  however.  I  understood 
from  Mr.  Sewall  himself  that  the  cause  of  that  was  the  ill- 
ness of  one  of  his  children. 

Question.  Have  you  at  any  time  had  any  interview  with 
Mr.  Brock  in  relation  to  that  bond  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  Are  you  aware  of  any  subsequent  arrangement 
by  which  that  bond  was  cancelled  ? 

Answer.  No^  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  never  hear  of  any  such  arrangement? 

Answer.  I  do  not  consider  that  the  bond  has  been  cancelled. 

By  the  Chairman.  Question,  Did  you  not  say  that  it  was 
understood  that  whenever  the  grantees  demanded  the  bond 
Mr.  Sewall  would  give  it  up  ? 

Answer.  Yes  sir. 

Question,  Did  not  the  grantees  demand  the  bond,  when 
you  spoke  of  the  interview  with  the  Mayor  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  that  is  the  time  I  refer  to.  We  had 
one  interview  with  the  Mayor,  and  was  to  have  another,  and 
and  in  the  interim  I  made  the  demand. 

Question.  You  made  the  demand,  and  he  refused  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  he  said  he  Avould  give  it  up  to  us,  and 
the  reason  he  afterwards  assigned  why  he  had  not  done  so, 
was  that  his  child  was  ill.  In  the  meantime  the  interview 
had  taken  place  with  the  Mayor,  and  we  did  not  press  it. 

Question.  Is  Mr.  Sewall,  the  holder  of  this  bond,  a  party 
to  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  as  one  of  the  directors. 

Question,  And  he  is  the  holder  of  the  bond? 

Answer,  Yes,  sir,  he  is. 

Question.  Is  he  an  obligee  under  the  bond,  or  an  obligor  ? 

Answer.  An  obligee. 

Question.  Then  lie  has  a  right,  as  a  party,  to  hold  it  ? 

Answer.   Certainly. 

Question.  Because  the  obligation  is  due  to  him  ? 

Answer.  Certainly. 
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Question.  He  has  never  refused  to  render  it  up  when  asked 
for  it  by  the  grantees,  or  intimated  that  he  wouhl  refuse? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  stated  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  demand  was  made,  and  his  reply  to  it. 

By  Mr.  Alexander.  Question.  You  slated,  at  the  con.  nience" 
ment  of  your  examination,  that  you  thought  it  would  be  bet- 
ter to  give  a  connected  explanation  in  detail  of  the  origin  ot 
your  connection  Avith  this  application  to  the  City  Council  lor 
this  ordinance.  Now,  as  a  part  of  our  cross-examination,  we 
propose  to  furnish  you  that  opportunity.  Now  make,  if  you 
please,  such  an  explanation  as  you  think  will  place  you  and 
the  subject  in  a  right  light  before  tlie  Committee? 

Answer.  I  have  endeavored  to  make  a  pretty  full  state- 
ment as  I  have  gone  along. 

Question.  If  that  is  sufficient  we  will  ask  no  more. 

Answer.  I  suppose  it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  say  that 
there  has  been  a  great  deal  of  misrepresentation  in  regard  to 
this  whole  transaction.  The  press  have  charged  from  time 
to  time  that  this  grant  was  sold,  that  it  was  obtained  by  the 
original  grantees  for  the  purpose  of  sale  ;  and  that  seems  to 
have  been  considered  by  a  great  many  persons  to  have  been 
the  truth.  As  I  have  before  stated,  we  were  called  upon  fre- 
quently by  gentlemen  of  responsibility  to  purchase  this  grant, 
and  we  declined. 

By  Gov.  Pratt — Question.  Who  were  those  parties  ? 

Answer.  Upon  one  occasion  I  was  called  upon  by  a  Mr. 
Charles  Hall,  who  represented  himself  as  being  from  the  State 
of  Pennsylvania,  who  was  very  anxious  to  negotiate  the  pur- 
chase of  this  grant.  He  called  several  times  at  my  house, 
and  had  interviews  with  me  upon  the  subject  ;  and  finally  he 
desired  that  I  should  be  ])laced  in  communication  ^viih  Mr. 
Simon  Cameron,  of  Pennsylvania,  and  said  that  Mr.  Cameron 
had  sent  word  that  he  was  anxious  to  see  me.  I  went  to  sec 
him,  not  upon  that  subject,  but  in  obedience  to  the  invitation 
of  Mr.  Cameron.  I  had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Cameron,  a 
part  of  the  time  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Hall.  The  object  of 
Mr.  Hall  seemed  to  be,  as  far  as  it  was  disclosed  then,  to  get 
the  endorsement  of  Mr.  Cameron  as  to  his  responsibility,  and 
as  to  his  power  and  ability  to  carry  out  and  construct  tliis  rail- 
Avay.  Mr.  Cameron  further  stated  that  he  himself  would  like 
to  have  a  part  in  this  matter,  and  said  that  any  tiling  that  Mr. 
Hall  would  do  would  be  endorsed  by  himself.  Mr.  Hall  was 
the  party  who  offered  $100,000  in  stock,  to  Ix;  issued  by  the 
company,  and  $50,000  in  cash  for  the  grant.  As  I  said  be- 
fore, as  it  was  not  a  merchantable  article  in  market,  of  course 
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we  rejected  his  offer.     No  amount  of  money  could  have  pur- 
chased it. 

Mr.  Blakistone,  We  want  the  fullest  latitude  given  here. 
But  I  hope  the  Committee  will  bear  in  mind  that  this  is  less 
admisi^^ble  than  some  testimony  that  was  rejected  last  night. 

Gov.  Pratt.  This  testimony  is  perfectly  legal. 

The  Chairman.  In  what  way  does  this  testimony  bear  upon 
this  subject  ? 

Mr.  Alexander.  To  show  that  there  was  a  bona  fide  con- 
nection between  this  gentleman  and  some  Philadelphia  gen- 
tlemen, at  the  time  he  permitted  his  name  to  be  used.  It 
was  generally  understood  that  these  grantees  were  to  have  a 
connection  with  those  to  whom  they  afterwards  made  the  as- 
signment. And  after  the  grant  was  made,  the  assignment 
was  made  in  good  faith  precisely  as  it  was  understood,  these 
gentlemen  not  caring  to  keep  to  themselves  for  their  benefit 
a  work  an  interest  in  which  they  might  legitimately  have 
claimed  under  the  original  arrangement.  Mr.  Travers  states 
that  he  had  been  applied  to  by  Mr.  Wood  to  permit  his 
name  to  be  used  in  the  grant,  the  capital  for  which  was  to 
come  from  Philadelphia,  and  Philadelphians  were  to  be  asso- 
ciated with  the  grantees  in  it.  The  precise  terms  of  the  in- 
terest the  grantees  were  to  have  were  not  stated.  After  the 
ordinance  was  passed  Mr.  Travers  was  introduced  to  those 
Philadelphia  gentlemen,  whose  names  he  did  not  know  be- 
fore, and  an  explanation  took  place  between  them  in  regard 
to  the  condition  in  which  they  would  stand  in  regard  to  each 
other.  And  these  grantees  made  an  out  and  out  assignment 
of  all  their  interests  for  |500  each.  Before  these  gentlemen 
had  made  this  assignment,  and  while  they  understood  they 
had  some  interest  in  the  matter,  they  were  approached  by 
other  gentlemen  who  offered  them  very  large  sums  of  money, 
which  they  refused. 

Mr.  Blackistone — It  does,  show  what  the  gentleman  has 
stated,  and  it  shows  what  has  been  denied  emphatically  from 
the  beginning  by  Mr.  Brock,  his  associates  and  friends  at  An- 
napolis. 

Gov.  Pratt — Denied  where  and  when  ? 

Mr.  Blakistone — Wait  until  I  state  what  it  is,  and  perhaps 
you  will  be  able  better  to  understand  what  it  is.  That  he  was 
an  ignorant  and  innocent  purchaser,  and  that  in  fact  this 
grant  was  made — 

The  Chairman — Do  you  propose  to  prove  what  now  you  are 
going  to  state  ? 

Mr.  Blakistone — Yes,  sir  :  the  proof  is  before  you;  that  this 
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grant  was  not  made  to  Travers  &  Co.  ;  but  it  was  made  to 
Brock  &  Co.,  under  the  cover  of  their  names. 

The  Witness — No,  sir. 

Mr.  Blakistone — You  stated  that  this  grant  Avas  to  be  made 
for  Philadelphia  capital. 

The  Witness — No,  sir  ;  that  the  capital  was  to  be  furnished 
by  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  but  not  the  grant  was  to  be  made 
to  Philadelphians. 

By  Mr.  Gordon,  (To  witness) — Question.  You  say  you 
received  no  consideration  for  this  assignment? 

Answer.  I  did  not  consider  it  so. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  any  understand- 
ing between  the  assignees  and  any  of  the  grantees,  by  which 
the  grantees  were  to  receive  any  portion  of  the  stock  of  the 
company,  or  anything  else  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  excepting  what  I  have  heard  from  other 
grantees.  I  was  not  privy  to  any  arrangement  between  any 
of  the  grantees  or  anybody  else. 

Question.  Was  there  any  arrangement  that  you  know  of 
by  which  any  further  consideration  Avas  to  be  given  to  the 
grantees,  or  any  of  them  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Was  your  interview  with  Mr. 
Cameron  prior  to  the  assignment  ? 

Answer.  Yes^  sir. 

Question.  Had  you  reason  to  believe  that  he  made  that 
overture  in  good  faith  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  reason  to  doubt  it  at  all.  I  think  it  pro- 
])er  also  to  state  that  there  have  been  sv/eeping  charges  of 
fraud  made  against  both  the  grantees  and  all  the  parties  in 
fact  connected  with  this  affair,  embracing  members  of  the 
City  Council.  I  desire  to  say  in  that  connection  that  I  have 
no  knowlenge  whatever  of  any  consideration  of  any  descrip- 
tion, either  in  the  v/ay  of  promise  or  otherwise,  being  offered 
to  any  member  of  the  City  Council,  for  his  vote  or  his  influ- 
ence in  the  passage  of  this  grant. 

Mr.  Blakistone' — No  one  believes  that  any  person  would  be 
rash  enough  to  propose  such  a  thing  to  you. 
The  Witness — It  has  been  charged. 
Mr.  Blakistone — Not  upon  you. 

Gov.  Pratt.  It  was  charged  upon  the  grantees. 

The  Witness — Yes,  sir  ;  and  I  v>^as  one  of  the  grantees.  It 
has  been  stated  in  several  of  the  newspapers  in  Baltimore  that 
this  was  the  case,    and   these  statements  found    their  wav  be- 
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fore  tlie  public,  that  these  grantees  were  guilty  of  fraud,  and 
I  was  one  of  the  grantees. 

By  Gov.  Pratt — Question.  What  was  the  reason  assigned 
by  Mr.  Cameron  for  his  desire  to  appear  in  this  matter,  or  did 
he  assign  any  ? 

Answer,  The  conversation  I  had  with  him  led  me  to  be- 
lieA''e — while  from  his  character  I  should  suppose  that  it  was 
in  relation  to  the  profits  of  the  concern — that  there  was  some- 
thing also  of  a  political  character  in  the  movement ;  and  that 
he  had  some  reference  to  the  possession  of  a  road  that  had 
considerable  patronage,  and  might  be  made  use  of  for  politi- 
cal purposes. 

Question.  Did  he  make  any  statement  upon  that  point  in 
reference  to  what  States  might  be  carried  at  the  next  Presi- 
dential election  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  he  did  not  state  that.  But  he  said  that 
he  believed,  as  a  matter  of  political  calculation^  that  the  next 
Presidential  election  would  be  determined  ;  or  perhaps  he 
might  have  said  that  the  nomination  for  the  next  presidency 
would  depend  upon  the  united  support  of  Maryland,  Pennsyl- 
vania and  New  Jersey — that  their  vote  would  determine  the 
presidential  question. 

By  Mr.  Grordon — Question.  Has  any  estimate  been  made, 
to  your  knowledge,  of  the  amount  of  capital  required  to  carry 
out  this  grant — actual  capital  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  really  cannot  say.  l^Iy  occupation  is 
one  entirely  aside  from  such  things,  and  my  business  entirely 
different  from  such  calculations. 

By  Mr.  Turner — What  is  your  idea  of  the  amount  ? 

Answer.  I  should  suppose,  it  is  a  mere  supposition,  that 
$800,000  or  $1,000,000  would  be  required. 

By  Gov.  Pratt — Question.  To  build  the  road  ? 

Answer.  To  build  and  equip  it.  I  know  that  some  of  the 
contracts  are  for  $17,000  a  mile. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  How  many  miles  are  there  ? 

Answer.  45  miles. 

Question.  Who  has  such  a  contract  you  speak  of? 

Answer.  The  first  one  made  was  to  Mr.  Shoemaker. 

Question.  Who  was  his  partner  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Cathcart. 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Shoemaker  a  member  of  tiie  Council  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  The  contract  was  for  $17,000  a  mile? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  for  a  double  track. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  When  you  speak  of  45  miles, 
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you  mean  45  miles  of  track,  I  suppose  ;  not  45  miles  of  double 
track  ? 

Answer.  Of  track. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  How  is  this  road  made?  Are 
there  any  cross-ties  upon  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  land  ? 

Answer.  Pine,  I  think. 

Question.  Is  there  any  grading  to  he  done? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  The  road  is  to  he  laid  on  the  street,  level  with 
the  street  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Then  the  road  ought  not  to  fcost  so  much  as  it 
would  to  build  a  road  through  the  country,  Avhere  there  are 
deep  cuts  and  tunnels  to  be  made. 

Answer.  I  know  the  cost  of  laying  the  road  from  the  first 
contract,  and  I  have  some  idea  of  the  cost  of  the  cars,  horses^ 
&c. 

By  Mr.  Alexander — Question.  A  million  of  money  is  your 
estimate  in  general,  for  the  cost  of  the  road,  is  it? 

Answer.  I  should  think  so,  from  the  best  calculations  I  can 
make  from  information  derived  from  different  sources  ;  that  is 
to  construct  and  complete  the  whole  system  of  railway  upon 
the  plan  of  the  ordinance. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  Do  you  know  the  price  paid  to 
the  other  contractors  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Was  not  Mr.  Sumwalt,  whom 
you  speak  of  as  one  of  the  first  contractors  for  |17,000  a  mile, 
one  of  the  grantees  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  feumwalt  vv^as  not  one  of  the  contractors. 

Question.   Who  was? 

Answer.  Mr.  Shoemaker. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  I  understand  that  this  bond 
given  by  the  assignees  to  the  grantees  was  to  secure  to  the 
grantees  the  right  to  make  all  contracts  for  constructing  this 
road  and  to  appoint  all  the  officers  of  the  road,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  treasurer.  Will  you  state  to  the  Committee 
whether  the  obligation  has  been  fulfilled,  whether  you  did 
make  the  contracts,  &c.? 

Answer.  I  will  state  in  that  connection  that  the  company 
and  grantees  advertised  for  proposals  for  contracts. 

Question.  Were  they  to  be  sealed  proposals? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  and  a  meeting  of  the  grantees  was  held, 
in  conjunction  with  the  assignees,  at  the  rooms  of  the  com- 
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pany,  and  tlie  proposals  were  tlierc  opened  in  their  presence, 
and  the  contracts  were  awarded  in  that  way. 

Question.  To  the  lowest  bidder? 

Answer.  I  sup])ose  so;  I  was  not  present:  I  was  sick. 

Question.  Who  were  present? 

Answer.  I  understood  that  all  hut  myself  were  j)resent. 

Question.  You  advertised  with  specifications  for  contracts 
appertaining  to  the  building  of  the  road? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  the  contracts  were  made  accordingly? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  are  not  aware  that  the  contracts  were  award- 
ed to  the  lowest  bidder  or  not? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  I  did  not  see  them. 

Question.  Have  the  grantees  officered  the  road? 

Answer.  In  part.  I  believe  no  request  has  yet  been  made 
that  has  not  been  fulfilled.  The  conductors  have  usually 
been  appointed  by  the  grantees.  The  chief  desire  on  the  part 
of  the  original  grantees  vv^as  to  have  the  road  officered  by 
citizens  of  Baltimore,  and  that  has  been  done,  I  think,  in 
every  single  instance. 

By  Mr.  Alexander — Question.  The  conduct  of  the  assignees 
has  met  the  approval  of  the  grantees,  has  it? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  so.  The  object  on  the  part  of 
the  grantees  was  to  secure  the  appointment  of  citizens  of  Bal- 
timore, and  I  think  that  has  been  done  in  most  instances. 

lij  the  Chairman — Question.  I  understand  the  bond  was 
to  satisfy  the  citizens  of  Baltimore  in  regard  to  the  manage- 
ment of  the  road? 

Answer.  I  understood  that  to  be  your  question,  and  I  an- 
swered it  as  I  did.  As  far  as  I  know,  the  conditions  of  that 
bond,  viz:  that  citizens  of  Baltimore  should  be  employed 
upon  that  road,  has  been  carried  out  with  the  exception  of 
the  concession  made  in  the  bond  itself,  that  the  treasurer  of 
the  company  should  be  appointed  by  the  assignees. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  Have  these  gentlemen  perform- 
ed the  work  on  that  road  in  an  expeditious  manner  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  believe  that  it  would  be  possible  to  build 
a  road  in  a  more  expeditious  or  a  more  complete  manner,  than 
this  one  has  been  built;  for  it  has  been  remarked  by  the  citi- 
zens of  Baltimore,  both  in  regard  to  the  brevity  of  the  time 
and  the  character  of  the  construction. 

Question.  The  assignment  was  made  in  April,  was  it  not  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so. 

Question.  At  what  time  were  the  cars  running  upon  the 
road,  and  upon  how  much  of  it? 
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Answer.  I  am  not  sure;  1  do  not  know  as  my  memory 
serves  me,  but,  my  opinion  is,  that  the  cars  were  running  by 
the  first  of  June. 

Gov.  Pratt — The  first  of  August. 

Mr.  Alexander.  We  were  interrupted  by  an  injunction  for 
a  part  of  the  time. 

The  Witness.  I  was  going  on  to  say  that  the  cars  were 
running  there  only  on  a  part  of  the  road. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  Do  these  gentlemen  furnish  the 
accommodation  to  citizens  and  the  parties  that  were  required 
of  them? 

Answer.  I  have  no  doubt  they  have  done  it  in  the  most 
liberal  manner.  It  has  been  a  remark,  as  I  have  before  sta- 
ted, of  gentlemen  who  have' compared  this  road  with  others, 
that  it  is  the  best  road  in  the  United  States.  So  far  as  my 
experience  extends,  which  is  to  New  York  and  Philadelphia, 
it  is  far  superior  to  their  roads. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  When  you  were  speaking  of 
your  interview  with  Mr.  Cameron,  I  was  engaged  in  looking 
over  some  papers.  Did  you  understand  him  to  say  that  he 
would  gain  a  political  influence  in  the  country  by  means  of 
this  road? 

Answer.  While  he  did  not  distinctly  state  that,  the  whole 
tenor  of  the  conversation  led  me  to  that  belief. 

Question.  I  believe  Mr.  Cameron  is  a  Black  Kepublican. 

Answer.  He  is  so  reputed. 

Question.  Then  of  course  it  would  be  to  Black  Kepublican 
influence.  What  are  the  names  of  the  assignees  of  this 
grant  ? 

Answer.  Mr,  Brock,  Mr.  Lawrence  Johnson,  Mr.  Kraft, 
Mr.  Taylor  and  Mr.  Bailey. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  political  complexion  of  that 
company? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  never  enquired;  I  only  know  these  gen- 
tlemen to  be  business  men. 

Do  you  know  anything  of  their  politics? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  They  are  all  Pennsylva- 
nians. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  if  these  gentlemen  had  been  prominent 
politicians,  I  should  have  enquired. 

By  Gov.  Pratt — Question.  Was  not  that  a  reason  for  not 
dealing  with  Cameron? 

Answer.  I  did  not  consider  the  grant  a  merchantable  arti- 
cle; but  in  no  instance  would  I  have  sold  it  to  him. 
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By  Mr,  Alexander-— Question.  You  dealt  with  these  men  as 
business  men? 

Answer,  Yes,  sir,  the  subject  of  politics  was  never  men- 
tioned in  connection  with  this  matter.* 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  You  were  the  attorney  of  this 
company,  and  drew  up  their  papers. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  There  were  four  gentlemen  connected  with  you 
in  the  ordinance? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Were  they  attorneys? 

Answer.  They  were  not  members  of  the  bar. 

Question.  And  they  received  |500  a  piece  also? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that. 

Question.  I  thought  you  stated  that? 

Answer.  I  only  stated  that  I  had  heard  from  rumor  about 
it.     I  know  nothing  at  all  about  it  myself. 

James  H.  Wood  called  and  sworn. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Were  you  a  member  of  the 
City  Council  whicb  passed  the  bill  called  the  Travers  bill? 

Answer.  I  was. 

Question.  Did  you  introduce  that  bill? 

Answer.  The  bill  that  jJassed? 

Question.  Did  you  introduce  the  Travers  bill? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  the  original  Travers  bill  I  did  not 
introduce. 

Question.  Did  you  introduce  the  bill  that  passed  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  will  state  to  the  Committeee  the  facts 
in  the  case.  The  members  of  the  City  Council  have,  in  the 
City  of  Baltimore,  and  in  the  public  papers,  been  charged 
with  numerous  things. 

Mr.  Blakistone.  I  hope  the  witness  will  be  confined  to  his 
examination. 

The  Witness.  I  only  claim  the  right  to  make  an  explana- 
tion, either  now  or  after. 

The  Chairman.  You  can  have  that  opportunity. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  At  whose  instance  did  you 
introduce  this  bill  ? 

Answer.  At  the  instance  of  Mr.  Thomas  H.  Gardiner. 

Question.  Is  he  the  Clerk  of  the  Criminal  Court  of  Balti- 
more ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  apply  to  Mr.  Travers  for  the  wse  of  his 
name  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 
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Question.  Did  you  apply  to  any  others  of  the  grantees  ? 

Answer.  Yes^  sir,  to  Mr.  Browning,  ^nd  to  Mr.  Sumwalt. 

Question.  Did  you  apply  to  Mr.  De  Cloey? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Why  did  you  apply  to  them  for  tlie  use  of  their 
names  ? 

Answer.  I  must  give  a  long  answer  to  that  question  to 
answer  it. 

(Question.  I  wish  to  know  how  it  was  that  you,  a  member 
of  the  City  Council,  called  upon  these  gentlemen  for  the  use 
of  their  names  to  go  into  this  hill? 

Answer.  There  had  been  a  great  number  of  bills  before  the 
Council,  and  I  was  met  every  evening  by  persons  on  behalf 
of  one  or  the  other  of  these  bills.  I  paid  but  little  attention 
to  them,  as  they  paid  but  little  regard  to,  or  had  but  little 
advantage  for  the  citizens  of  Baltimore.  Some  of  the  men  I 
had  no  personal  regard  for.  Mr.  Gardiner  is  a  personal  con- 
nection of  mine.  He  spoke  to  me  about  a  railroad  bill,  and 
said  he  had  a  notion  to  offer  one  himself,  as  everybody  was 
offering  them.  I  said  ''Tom,  why  don't  you  do  it?  If  it  is 
the  best  one  I  will  give  it  my  support,  if  its  suits  my  views 
in  every  way."  He  said  he  would  get  one  up,  and  asked  me 
if  I  had  any  friends  to  be  put  in  the  bill  as  corporators.  I 
said — no,  I  did  not  know  of  any.  The  next  day  I  happened 
to  step  into  Mr.  Browning's  office,  superintendent  of  the 
Telegraph  Co.,  opposite  the  Sun  Building,  and  Mr.  Travers 
happened  to  be  in  there  at  the  time.  He  was  an  old  friend 
and  acquaintance  of  mine  from  my  boyhood  up.  Mr.  Gardi- 
ner had  said,  there  were  Philadelpbia  capatalists  who  were 
desirous  to  invest  their  capital  in  any  good  bill  that  was 
passed.  He  told  me  they  were  here  ready  ;  that  they  Avere 
business  men,  interested  in  railroading  everyway,  had  plenty 
of  capital,  and  he  was  satisfied  if  they  were  allowed  to  use 
their. names  in  any  road  that  passed  the  Council,  it  Avould  be 
carried  out  in  good  faith,  and  their  would  be  no  humbugging 
about  it.  I  said  that  was  precisely  what  we  wanted  ;  and  if 
we  could  be  assured  by  these  parties  that  they  would  do  this 
thing  right,  that  was  all  I  wanted.  I  was  under  the  impres- 
sion then,  and  I  supposed  he  thought  that  Philadelphia  capi- 
tal would  back  up  any  bill  that  would  pass  the  Council. 

Question.  Why  did  vou  not  put  Gardiner's  name  in  the 
bill? 

Answer.  I  did  not  put  his  name  in  ;  be  (;oul(l  ])ut  it  in 
himself  if  he  wanted  it  there. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  Was  he  a  good  man? 
Answer.  I  believe  so.     He  is  a  connection  of  mine. 


By  Mr.    Blakistone — Question.  He   said  that  there  were 
Philadelphians  in  Baltimore. 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  said  that  there  were  Philadelphians  here. 

Answer.  If  I  did,  I  did  not  mean  that.  He  said  there 
were  Philadelphia  capitalists  desirous  to  invest  their  capital 
in  any  good  hill.  You  asked  me  why  I  invited  these  gentle- 
men to  have  their  names  in  this  bill.  I  happened  into  Mr. 
Browning's  office.  This  was  the  first  time  I  ever  said  a 
word  to  him  about  a  railroad.  The  fact  is,  I  never  thought 
much  about  it  before.  I  said — "Travers,  would  you  like  to 
be  a  corporator  in  a  railroad  bill  ?  everybody  is  applying  for 
one  in  the  Council."  He  says — ''I  don't  know  ;  is  there  any 
responsibility  connected  with  it?  I  don't  propose  to  build 
railroads."  Says  I — "I  don't  know  ;  I  want  to  get  more  of 
my  friends  in  the  bill,  for  it  would  be  of  some  advantage  to 
them  in  the  way  of  contracts,  or  controlling  the  offices,  or 
something  of  that  kind."  It  was  not  matured  in  my  mind 
then,  for  these  things  took  a  different  phase  after  they  passed 
the  Council.  Mr.  Tr avers  said,  he  had  no  objection,  and  I 
asked  Browning  if  he  would  let  his  name  go  in,  and  he  said 
he  would.  Then  things  began  to  look  serious,  as  if  there 
might  be  something  in  it.  I  went  up  to  my  brother-in-law's, 
Mr.  Sumwalt,  and  asked  him,  and  he  said — ''yes."  I  told 
Gardiner  that  here  were  three  good  men,  who  would  do  what 
was  right.  I  would  not  make  any  bargain  or  sale.  And 
that  was  the  way  the  matter  came  up. 

Question.  It  was  a  family  arrangement? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  so  far  as  I  was  concerned,  if  you  choose 
to  call  it  so. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  You  say  your  object  was  to  get 
the  best  bill  you  could  for  the  city. 

Answer.  Most  certainly. 

Question.  What  were  those  parties  authorized,  under  this 
bill,  to  charge  for  passengers  ? 

Answer.  The  bill  of  Mr.  Gardiner  ? 

Question.  I  mean  the  bill  you  offered  and  which  passed. 

Answer.  Four  cents. 

Question.  Do  they  not  charge  five  cents  ? 

Answer.  They  are  authorised  to  charge  five  cents,  but  the 
bill  I  offered,  and  which  passed  the  Council,  was  for  four 
cents. 

Question.  Is  not  that  the  bill  that  passed  finally? 

Answer.  The  bill  that  passed  finally  was  a  bill  for  five 
cents — one-fifth  to  go  in  a  fund  for  a  Park. 

Question.  You  voted  for  that  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  introduced  it.     I  introduced  two  bills, 

Q,uestion.  Was  not  there  a  bill  for  three  cents  that  was 
passed  ?  .^^ 

Answer.  Not  passed  ;  it  was  offered.  verv  <;■ 

Question.  Did  not  Mayor  Swann  veto  a  bill  k.         ^ee  cents? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  that  was  my  four  cfent  bill. 

Question.  Did  you  try  to  have  it  paksed  over  itie  Mayor's 
veto  ?  I 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  If  you  could  have  got  a  majority  of  two-thirds  of 
the  Board  you  would  have  passed  it,  notwithstanding  his 
veto? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  made  no  eftbrt  of  that  kind  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  The  Mayor  sent  for  me,  and  I  went  to 
see  him.  He  stated  that  he  regretted  very  much  that  he  was 
sick,  because  there  was  a  feature  he  would  like  to  introduce 
with  this  Kailroad  scheme  which  he  thought  would  be  of  great 
interest  to  the  City  of  Baltimore  and  to  the  State  of  Maryland, 
and  that  was  a  provision  in  reference  to  Parks.  He  said  four 
cents  was  an  awkward  sum  anyhow,  and  that  in  New  York, 
Philadelphia,  and  other  cities,  five  cents  was  the  lowest  sum. 
He  thought  that  to  make  the  fare  five  cents,  and  to  give  one- 
fifth  to  the  Public  Parks,  would  be  the  best  plan.  And  he 
asked  me  if  I,  as  the  author  of  the  four  cent  bill,  would  con- 
sent to  have  it  vetoed,  if  I  would  submit  to  have  it  vetoed.  I 
thought  his  plan  a  most  magnificent  idea,  and  said  that  most 
certainly  I  would  agree  to  it.  He  was  sick  at  the  time,  and  I 
said  if  he  would  dictate  the  bill  he  had  indicated  I  would 
write  it  down  then.  He  did  so,  and  I  wrote  it  down.  It  was 
the  same  bill  as  the  other,  only  making  the  fare  five  cents, 
one-fifth  to  be  reserved  for  the  City  Park  Fund. 

Question.  Previous  to  that  had  there  not  been  a  bill  pro- 
posing a  grant  of  this  kind  at  three  cents  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  under  certain  circumstances. 

Question.  What  were  those  circumstances  ? 

Answer.  To  state  them,  I  would  have  to  give  a  short  his- 
tory of  the  way  in  which  the  four  cent  bill  passed. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Did  the  bill  the  Mayor  ve- 
toed, and  the  Travers  bill  that  passed,  have  the  same  corpo- 
rators named  in  them  ? 

Answer.  Yes^  sir. 

Question.  The  Travers  bill  had  an  additional  section  over 
the  four  cent  bill  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  1  would  like  to  explain  about  that  three 
cent  bill  when  I  come  to  make  my  general  explanation. 
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By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  There  was  a  three  cent  bill  ? 

Answer,  Yes,  sir. 

Question, ,  Did  you  vote  for  it  ? 

Answer.  '  a  sir  ;  certainly  not :  it  did  not  come  to  a  vote. 
lon.    X  V 

By  Mr.  ^  T.aon — Question.  You  did  not  try  that  bill  be- 
fore the  Cd»  ■  tcil? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Was  it  ever  reported  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Was  it  held  before  the  Com- 
mittee ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  there  never  was  any  three  cent  bill  before 
the  Committee. 

Question.  You  have  spoken  of  but  one  set  of  corporators  as 
yet.  Was  there  not  a  bill  before  the  Council  with  the  names 
of  Mr.  Barnum,  Mr.  Brooks  and  others,  as  corporators  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  the  amount  of  fare  proposed  in  that 
bill  ? 

Answer.  Five  cents. 

Question.  Was  any  portion  of  that  five  cents  to  be  given  to 
the  city  for  works  of  ornament,  or  any  thing  of  the  kind? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  It  was  all  to  go  to  the  Company  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  with  the  exception  of  the  tax  upon  the 
cars. 

Question.  W^as  the  same  tax  imposed  upon  the  Brock  Com- 
pany as  upon  the  others  ? 

Answer.  Not  quite  so  much  as  upon  the  others.  This  Bar- 
num and  others  had  sent  three  or  four  bills  to  the  Council, 
and  it  is  utterly  impossible  to  answer  your  inquiries  about 
one  of  these  bills  without  connecting  them  altogether. 

Question.  Was  the  tariff  named  in  all  the  Barnum  bills  five 
cents  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  until  after  my  four-cent  bill  was  oftered. 

Question.  What  was  the  tariff  then  proposed  ? 

Answer.  Three  cents — at  least  they  proposed  to  alter  the 
bill  they  had  then,  and  make  it  three  cents. 

Question.  Did  you  not  consider  Barnum,  Brooks  and  party 
perfectly  responsible  for  any  contract  they  would  ask  at  the 
hands  of  the  City  Council  ? 

Answer.  I  did  ;  Barnum,  Brooks  and  0 wings  Hoffman, 
certainly. 

Question.  Was  not  their  character,  capital  and  material, 
enough  for  that? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Question.  State  the  reasons  why  you  went  against  the  three 
cent  bill  and  voted  the  five  cent  bill.  As  to  the  provision  for  a 
park  in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  I  look  ujoon  that  as  tax  taken 
from  people  very  illy  able  to  bear  it,  and  as  a  very  objectiona- 
ble feature  ? 

Answer.  I  will  have  to  give  a  history  of  the  legislation  in 
connection  with  the  bill.  There  were  a  number  of  bills  be- 
fore the  Council,  and  they  Avere  sent  to  the  committee  on 
Highways,  without  being  read,  as  a  general  thing  ;  I  paid 
very  little  attention  to  their  character. 

Question.  Who  were  the  committee  on  Highways  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect ;  Mr.  Silas  Beachem  was  one  of 
them.     He  is  dead  now. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  Did  Mr.   Beachem   afterwards 
become  one  of  the  contractors  of  the  road  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Those  bills  went  into  the 
hands  of  the  committee  of  Highways  of  the  First  Branch? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  the  committee  on  Highways,  however, 
in  the  City  Council,  is  a  Joint  committee. 

Question.  The  bills  went  before  the  committee  of  each 
Branch  as  a  Joint  committee  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  the  committee  of  one  branch  met  with 
the  committee  of  the  other,  and  the  two  acted  as  a  joint  com- 
mittee. These  bills  went  to  the  committee,  and  the  commit- 
tee on  Highways  reported  on  the  Travers  bill  as  the  best  pro- 
position then  before  them.  The  Barnum  bill  and  the  Mankin 
bill  had  none  of  the  features  in  them,  at  that  time,  that  came 
before  the  Council  for  discussion.  Aiter  the  Travers  bill  was 
reported,  all  the  other  bills  were  out  of  the  way,  unless  they 
came  before  the  Council  as  substitutes.  The  Mankin  bill  then 
proposed  a  five  cent  tariff,  with  a  moderate  tax  upon  the  cars. 

By  Gov.  Pratt — Question.  Was  the  report  of  the  commit- 
tee unanimous. 

Answer.  That  I  do  not  recollect;  I  think  not,  however. 
The  Travers  bill  proposed  to  pay  |15,000  as  a  bonus  to  the 
city,  and  after  it  was  reported  to  the  Council,  and  was  printed, 
and  before  it  came  up  for  consideration  I  had  some  conversa- 
tion with  some  of  the  members  of  the  Council  with  reference 
to  the  general  provisions  in  all  the  bills.  I  was  not  satisfied 
with  them,  neither  were  some  of  my  friends  in  the  Council, 
and  we  thought  there  should  be  some  other  kind  of  provisions 
made  striking  at  the  fare  on  the  road.  Some  of  us  had  been 
that  winter  on  as  far  as  Boston,  on  business  of  the  city,  and 
had  paid  some  attention  to  the  roads  there,  and  we  were  sat- 
isfied that  those  roads  could  afford  to  run  at  a  less  fare  than 
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5  cents,  altliougli  it  had  not  been  done  in  any  city  yet,  and 
we  concluded  to  go  against  any  bill  that  did  not  do  that.  At 
that  time  I  saw  Gardiner  and  told  him  we  were  going  to  vote 
against  all  the  bills,  as  we  were  not  satisfied  with  any  of  them 
without  reducing  the  fare^  and  I  told  him  that  if  I  could  get 
any  assurance  from  capitalists  that  they  would  take  this  bill 
and  carry  it  out  for  four  cents  fare — my  expression  was — "I 
would  die  by  it,"  which  I  did  pretty  near.  He  said  he  would 
try  them  and  invited  me  up  to  see  Mr.  Brock,  as  one  of  the 

capitalists.     I  went  to  Mr.  and  said  to  him  that  I  was 

going  to  offer  a  bill  for  four  cents  fare,  and  asked  him  if  it 
passed  would  he  be  willing  to  take  that  bill,  and  carry  out 
every  provision  of  the  ordinance  in  good  faith.  He  said  he 
thought  he  would;  he  would  have  to  think  about  it  as  it  was 
a  new  thing,  and  he  would  let  me  know  the  next  day.  The 
next  day  I  saw  him  and  he  said  he  would  be  willing  to  do  it; 
I  said  I  would  see  that  the  four  cent  bill  passed  if  I  could  do 
it  in  any  way  in  the  world,  and  in  that  way  save  to  the  citi- 
zens of  Baltimore  one-fifth  of  what  all  the  companies  were 
receiving.  My  idea  was  that  all  the  sections  of  the  city 
should  have  the  advantage  of  those  rates,  not  only  the  cream 
of  the  city,  but  those  parts  where  a  road  would  not  pay  even 
at  5  cents  fare.  In  all  the  cities  I  had  examined  this  matter 
in,  I  found  that  companies  had  been  chartered,  selecting  their 
own  routes,  at  5  cents  fare,  and  some  of  them  not  making 
money  at  that.  But  in  the  city  of  Baltimore  I  wanted  the 
roads  to  run  not  only  through  Baltimore  and  Gay  Streets — 
the  cream  of  the  city — but  also  over  in  my  section.  Federal 
Hill,  where  they  are  now  losing  money  all  the  time,  I  think, 
at  five  cents.  After  a  careful  consideration  of  the  whole 
matter,  I  thought  that  four  cents  struck  at  the  best  plan,  so 
that  the  company  would  be  carried  on  in  the  most  favorable 
way. 

By  Mr.  Turner — Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  amount 
being  paid  to  councilmen  for  their  influence  in  passing  this 
bill? 

Answer.  Most  certainly  not.  When  this  bill  for  five  cents 
was  up,  I  went  home,  having  been  assured  that  the  Philadel- 
delphia  capitalists,  if  a  bill  for  four  cents  passed,  would  take 
it  with  their  capital,  and  drew  up  a  bill  for  four  cent  fares 
with  these  parties,  Travers  &  Co.,  in  it.  When  the  bill  that 
was  reported  by  the  Committee  came  up  for  discussion,  Mr. 
Montague  offered  a  substitute  for  it,  proposing  to  pay  |10,000 
a  year  to  the  city,  having  the  fare  five  cents.  I  had  not 
offered  my  four  cent  bill  yet.  When  that  bill  came  up  for 
discussion,  some  member  of  the  Council  doubted  whether  the 
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company  would  be  a.ble  to  pay  $10,000  a  year  to  the  city. 
These  things  did  not  look  so  vast  then  as  they  do  now.  Mr. 
Montague  made  a  very  able  argument  upon  his  substitute  for 
about  an  hour  and  a  half,  apparently  to  show  that  the  Com- 
pany would  be  able  to  pay  |10,000  a  year  to  the  city,  and  he 
brought  some  figures  and  calculations  to  bear  upon  it.  I 
supposed  he  was  representing  the  Barnum  Mankin  men,  with 
reference  to  the  fare  of  this  road;  their  ability  to  pay  |10,000 
a  year  to  the  city,  and  their  notions  of  what  a  road  would 
cost,  and  how  much  it  could  be  v/orked  for.  His  argument 
went  on  to  show  that  the  road  would  cost  $500,000  to  build 
and  stock  it;  that  the  omnibuses  had  been  carrying  from 
1,200,000  to  1,500,000  passengers  a  year;  that  by  reason  of 
the  extra  convenience  of  railroad  cars  over  omnibuses,  there 
would  be  a  very  large  increase  of  passenger  travel  on  the 
railroad;  he  estimated  that  there  would  be  at  least  2,400,000 
passengers  travel  on  the  railroad,  which,  at  five  cents  each, 
would  yield  a  revenue  of  $120,000  a  year;  he  thought  the 
road  could  be  managed  and  kept  in  repair  for  15  per  cent,  of 
the  revenue,  but  to  make  it  certain,  he  would  say  20  per  cent. , 
which  would  be  $24,000.  According  to  my  notions,  I  thought 
if  he  would  put  another  0  on  the  $24,000,  and  make  it 
$240,000,  he  would  be  nearer  the  actual  cost.  I  suppose  he 
was  representing  the  views  of  gentlemen  who  made  this  offer 
to  build  the  road,  and  pay  the  city  $10,000  a  year.  He  asked 
me,  after  he  had  finished  his  argument,  and  before  he  sat 
down  if  that  bill  did  not  challenge  my  support.  I  said  that 
it  was  most  certainly  the  best  bill  then  before  the  body.  The}'" 
were  about  to  call  the  yeas  and  nays  upon  the  bill,  when  I 
got  up  and  offered  this  substitute,  proposing  for  the  first  time 
in  this  country  to  strike  off  one-fifth  of  the  fares  and  make 
it  four  cents.  I  had  hardly  sat  down  before  I  saw  Mr.  Wil- 
lett,  or  Mr.  Alexander,  or  somebody  else,  run  up  to  Montague 
and  whispered  to  him,  and  he  jumped  up  and  said  the  Bar- 
num Mankin  company  would  take  the  bill  at  three  cents, 
after  having  just  argued  in  favor  of  their  five  cent  bill.  Now, 
without  consulting  with  the  capitalists  or  anybody  else,  he 
proposed  to  strike  off  two-fifths  of  the  fare,  after  he  had  just 
been  arguing  to  prove  their  ability  to  pay  $10,000  a  year  to 
the  city  if  they  had  a  fare  of  five  cents.  I  considered  that 
that  proposition  was  not  a  bona  fide  one,  but  was  made  merely 
to  defeat  the  bona  fide  bill  introduced  by  me.  That  is  the 
reason  I  did  not  vote  for  that  bill. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  I  understand  you  to  say  that 
the  Barnum  bill  was  never  reported  ? 

Answer.  No,  Sir:  Mr.  Montague  got  up  to  amend  his  own 
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bill  after  I  had  offered  my  substitute—proposed  to  amend  it 
by  striking  out  five  cents  and  putting  in  three  cents. 

By  Mr.  Turner — Question.  It  never  came  before  the  House 
from  a  committee  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Maxwell — Question.  It  proposed  five  cents,  did  it, 
to  10  o'clock  at  night,  and  ten  cents  after  10  o'clock? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Did  Mr.  Montague  offer  to 
strike  out  "  four  "  and  insert  "  three  "  in  the  Travers  bill  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  but  at  the  same  time  my  recollection  is 
that  Mr.  Montague  said  he  was  instructed  by  the  Barnum 
party  to  say  that  they  would  do  this  thing  for  three  cents. 
And  when  he  found  that  his  bill  was  not  before  the  Council 
then,  and  could  not  then  be  reached  tor  consideration — my 
substitute  being  in  the  third  degree  ;  first,  the  bill  from  the 
committee  ;  second,  the  substitute  offered  by  Mr.  Montague  ; 
third,  my  substitute  for  his  substitute.  When  he  found  his 
bill  could  not  be  considered,  he  then  proposed  to  strike  out 
''four  "  and  insert  '^  three  "  in  my  bill. 

Question.  Could  you  not  have  voted  in  his  bill  by  a  recon- 
sideration ? 

Answer.  If  Ave  had  intended  to  have  voted  for  the  three 
cent  bill  we  could  have  voted  down  the  four  cent  bill. 

Question.  Do  you  not  think  a  three  cent  bill  would  be  more 
acceptable  to  the  citizens  of  Baltimore  than  a  five  cent  or  a 
four  cent  bill  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  and  one  cent  more  than  either. 

Question.   Or  a  ride  for  nothing  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  and  to  pay  them  a  cent  to  ride. 

By  Mr.  Maxwell — Question.  Was  not  a  two  cent  bill  offer- 
ed? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  offered  that  bill  ? 
Answer.  A  Mr.  Payne. 

By  Mr.  Alexander — Question.  Who  voted  for  your  bill  ? 
Answer.  All  the  members  but  one. 
Question.  Did  Mr.  Montague  vote  for  it? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  White  here  read  from  the  journal  the  vote  for  the  bill, 
by  which  it  appeared  that  Mr.  Montague  gave  the  last  vote  in 
the  affirmative,  and  there  was  but  one  vote  in  the  negative. 
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By  the  Chairman — Question.  You  say  that  your  four  cent 
bill  was  acted  upon  and  passed  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  did  you  get  the  other  cent  in  the  bill  ? 
Answer.  By  the  veto  of  the  Mayor. 

Question.    When  the  Mayor  vetoed  the  four  cent  bill,  you 
were  then  exactly  where  you  started  from,  without  a  bill  ? 
Answer.  Precisely. 

Question.  Was  there  any  motion  made  in  the  (Council  to 
consider  the  Barnum  bill  ? 

A.nswer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  the  motion  y 

Answer.  There  was  so  many  bills  before  the  Council  I  never 
thought  much  about  it. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Was  that  bill  before  the 
Council  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  it  was  before  one  Branch  of  the  Coun- 
cil. I  do  not  recollect  whether  it  was  before  our  Branch  or 
not. 

Question.  [Showing  witness  a  printed  bill.]  Was  that 
paper  before  either  Branch  of  the  Council  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  positively  ;  my  impression  is  that  it 
was. 

Question.   What  rate  of  charge  does  this  bill  provide  for? 

Answer.  Three  cents. 

Question.  Do  you  believe  the  parties  named  in  that  bill  are 
able  to  build  a  City  Passenger  Kailway  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  they  are  able  to  do  it. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  Had  you  any  interest  in  the 
Travers  bill  at  the  time  it  passed  the  Council  ? 

Answer.  No  personal  interest,  no,  sir  ;  none  at  all. 

Question.  Was  there  a  Committee  appointed  by  the  Coun- 
cil, after  the  passage  of  that  bill,  for  the  purpose  of  investi- 
gating the  manner  and  the  circumstances  under  which  it  was 
passed  ? 

Answer,  No,  sir,  there  was  not. 

Question.  Was  there  any  investigation  made  in  relation  to 
that  matter  by  any  person  ? 

Answer.  There  was  a  Committee  appointed  by  the  Council 
for  the  purpose  of  examining  into  the  legal  eifect  of  what  was 
done — as  to  whether  these  parties  had  carried  out  the  provi- 
sions of  the  ordinance,  in  laying  down  the  track,  opening  the 
books,  &c,;  but  nothing  in  reference  to  the  manner  of  the 
passage  of  anything  through  the  Council.  But  the  commit- 
tee arrogated  to  themselves  that  poAver. 
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Question.  They  took  that  matter  into  consideration? 

Answer,  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Were  you  a  witness  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Were  you  examined  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  ^ 

Question.  Under  oath? 

Answer.  'No,  sir  ;  I  told  them  that  I  declined  to  answer  any 
question  in  relation  to  fraud,  hut  would  answer  any  inquiry 
about  the  purpose  for  which  they  were  appointed. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Why  not  answer  that  ? 

Answer.  Because  it  was  an  impertinent  question,  which  the 
Council  had  given  them  no  authority  to  ask. 

By  Mr.  Gordon— Question.  Had  not  the  public  prints  made 
such  charges  ? 

Answer.  The  same  kind  of  charges  that  are  made  about  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Delegates. 

Question.  Had  not  charges  been  made  that  some  members 
of  the  Council  had  actually  been  bribed  to  vote  for  this  bill  ? 

Answer.  Any  particular  member  ? 

Question.  Some  of  the  members? 
Answer.  I  suppose  there  was. 

Question.  Had  not  charges  to  that  effect  been  publicly  made 
in  the  Council  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not ;  nothing  of  that  kind. 

Question.  You  say  you  refused  to  answer  these  questions 
when  they  were  put  to  you  ? 

Answer.  Most  certainly  I  did. 

Question.  Were  you  asked  to  state  whether  or  not  you  had 
an  interest  in  that  matter  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  was  asked  that  question. 

Question.  Did  you  testify  in  relation  to  any  matter  of  that 
kind  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  refused  to  testify  to  any  personal  ques- 
tions before  that  Committee. 

Question.  Did  you  refuse  to  testify  in  relation  to  all  mat- 
ters in  regard  to  fraud  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  gave  no  testimony  upon  that  subject? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  recollect  this :  when  they  asked  the 
question  if  I  knew  of  any  member  of  the  Council  in  the  pas- 
sage of  that  bill,  other  than  myself,  I  told  them  I  would  an- 
swer that  question^  denying  their  right  to  ask  it^  that  I  did 
not  know  of  anything  of  the  kind  in  relation  to  other  mem- 
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bers,  but  tbat  I  refused  to  answer  anything  in  relation  to  my- 
self. The  Committee  was  appointed  upon  a  communication 
from  the  Mayor  of  the  city,  setting  out  five  specific  2)roposi- 
tions  of  what  the  parties  holding  this  grant  had  failed  to  do, 
and  asking  the  City  Council  to  investigate  whether  the  par- 
ties had  or  had  not  complied  with  the  provisions  of  the  ordi- 
nance. That  was  all  the  Committee  was  appointed  for. 
There  had  been  no  charges  against  the  Council^  and  we  had 
nothing  to  do  with  what  was  charged  in  the  papers. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  You  say  that  in  debate  upon 
the  floor  there  was  no  charge  of  complicity  made  against  any 
member  of  the  City  Council,  or  that  there  had  been  undue 
means  brought  to  bear  upon  any  member  in  the  passage  of 
this  ordinance? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  ever  knew  of. 

Question.  After  the  Mayor  had  vetoed  the  four  cent  bill, 
you  then  introduced  a  bill  for  five  cents  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  During  the  pendency  of  that  bill  before  the  City 
Council  was  not  there  a  bill  in  embryo  in  the  hands  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Highways,  known  as  the  Barnum  bill, 
offering  to  carry  passengers  the  same  distance  for  three 
cents  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  the  Committee  on  Highways  never  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  three  cent  bill  in  any  way.  The 
three  cent  bill  was  offered  in  the  Council  as  a  substitute. 

(Question.  That  paper  never  was,  to  your  knowledge,  be- 
fore the  Joint  Committee  on  Highways  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Or  before  any  other  Committee  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  say  such  a  paper  was  before  the  City  Council? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question .  Who  presented  that  paper  ? 

Answer.  I  really  do  not  know.  I  think  it  was  presented 
in  the  Second  Branch.  There  were  so  many  bills  there  I  can- 
not remember  when  this  was  there. 

Question.  When  you  voted  for  the  five  cent  bill  you  knew 
there  was  a  three  cent  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  did,  most  certainly. 

Question.  State  why  you  voted  to  charge  the  citizens  of 
Baltimore  five  cents  instead  of  three  ? 

Answer.  I  had  examined  into  the  matter  of  railroads  in 
Philadelphia,  New  York  and  Boston,  and  had  been  told  that 
some  of  the  roads  were  making  large  sums  of  money  and 
others  were  losing  money.  I  was  satisfied,  from  all  that  I 
had  seen,  that  a  four  cent  bill  struck  the  right  point. 
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Question.  We  have  had  this  explanation  already.  Why- 
did  you  vote  for  five  cents  instead  of  three  ? 

Answer.  The  reason  I  voted  that  way  was,  that  I  believed 
that  if  the  three  cent  hill  was  carried,  and  the  parties  built 
the  road,  they  would  so  demonstrate  to  the  Legislature  when 
they  applied  for  their  charter,  that  they  would  lose  money  at 
three  cents,  and  they  would  have  it  made  five  cents.  I  was 
satisfied  that  if  I  voted  for  the  three  cent  bill,  and  it  passed, 
we  would  have  a  five  cent  bill  in  the  end,  and  no  park  pro- 
vided for,  and  so  I  voted  against  it.  I  did  not  believe  it  was 
a  fair  and  honest  effort  to  carry  it  out,  because  I  did  not  be- 
lieve it  could  be  carried  out.  I  only  looked  upon  that  bill  as 
having  been  offered  to  defeat  the  other  bill,  that  was  all. 

Question.  Suppose  that  the  three  cent  bill  had  been  offered 
to  defeat  the  other  bill,  and  you  had  passed  it,  and  the  Legis- 
lature of  Maryland  had  granted  a  charter  .allowing  them  to 
charge  five  cents,  where  would  be  the  preference  for  the  pres- 
ent bill  ? 

Answer.  On  account  of  the  one-fifth  reserved  to  the  city 
for  the  purpose  of  a  park  ;  that  would  have  been  lost  sight  of 
altogether. 

Question.  There  is  no  certainty  that  the  Legislature  Avill 
retain  that  in.     Why  not  speculate  one  way  or  the  other? 

Answer.  I  have  always  tried  to  do  pretty  much  the  same 
for  the  city  as  I  would  do  for  myself.  If  I  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  in  my  own  business  that  it  would  cost  $20,000  to 
build  me  a  house  as  I  wanted  it,  and  three  or  four  persons 
came  along,  no  matter  how  responsible  they  were,  and  one  of 
them  offered  to  do  it  for  $10,000, 1  would  not  give  it  to  him. 

Question.  You  arc  more  magnanimous  than  the  rest  of 
mankind. 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  that ;  there  is-no  magnanimity  about 
it.  But  I  never  knew  a  case  of  the  kind  but  what  the  party 
going  out  of  the  direct  way  got  into  trouble. 

Question.  You  knew  where  the  capital  was  to  come  Irom 
when  you  voted  for  the  four  cent  bill,  and  where  the  [)r()fits 
were  to  go  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  and  I  preferred  it  to  go  there. 

Question.  Why? 

Answer.  Because  I  wanted  all  the  capital  we  could  get 
from  other  cities  to  come  to  Baltimore. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  What  would  you  do  with  Bal- 
timore capital  ?     Send  it  away  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  invest  it  there,  too. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  If  that  capital  pays  more  than 
0  per  cent,  interest,  is  not  the  interest  sent  to  the  place  from 
which  the  capital  came? 


Answer,  Most  certainly. 

Question.  Is  the  city  of  Baltimore  then  benefited  by  for- 
eign capital. 

Answer.  My  views  in  reference  to  that  are,  that  the  more 
people,  capitalists  and  others,  that  you  can  get  to  be  interest- 
ed in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  the  better  for  the  city.  And  in 
reference  to  this  railroad,  if  we  could  get  the  large  capitalists 
of  the  city  of  Philadelphia  to  become  more  interested  in  the 
city  of  Baltimore,  than  they  are 

The  Chairman.  That  is  an  argument,  and  we  will  dispense 
with  that. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  What  relation  do  you  bear 
to  that  company  now? 

Answer.  None. 

Question.  Are  you  not  a  contractor  or  a  director? 

Answer.  I  have  been  no  contractor.    • 

Question.  Are  you  a  director? 

Answer.  I  was  a  sort  of  director  in  the  road,  and  so  took 
some  interest  in  it. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  Did  you  receive  any  emolu- 
ment? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Are  you  a  director  noAV? 

Answer,  I  do  not  know  as  I  am;  I  sometimes  speak  to  them 
about  officers. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  whether  you  are  a  director  or 
not? 

Answer.  There  was  never  any  particular  directorship  in 
the  road.  You  cannot  have  any  directors  in  the  road  until 
it  is  chartered  and  the  company  regularly  formed.  I  never 
thought  I  was  a  legal  director. 

Question.  Are  not  Mr.  Talbot  and  Mr.  Sewall  directors? 

Answer.  They  occupy  the  same  position  I  do. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  stated  to  any  person_,  in  conver- 
sation, that  you  knew  if  this  Travers  grant  was  jDassed  it 
would  be  assigned  to  Philadelphia  capitalists? 

AnsAver.  No,  sir;  I  Imve  said  this  to  a  number  of  persons, 
and  I  never  made  any  concealment  about  it,  that  the  capital 
to  build  this  road,  the  pecuniary  interest  in  this  road,  would 
be  from  Philadelphia  capitalits. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  stated  to  any  persons  that  this 
Travers  grant,  in  the  case  of  its  passage,  was  to  be  assigned 
to  the  present  assignees? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  because  I  did  not  know  that  fact. 

Mr.  Alexander.  The  gentleman  should  name  the  persons 
to  whom  he  may  suppose  this  witness  made  these  statements, 
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that  lie  may  turn  liis  mind  in  that  direction,  and  recall  the 
conversations,  if  he  had  any. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  You  have  said  that  you  call- 
ed upon  Mr.  Brock  with  Mr.  Gardiner? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  Mr.  G-ardiner  told  you  he  was  at  work  for 
Mr.  Brock? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  he  said  he  knew  some  Philadelphia  capi- 
talists who  were  willing  to  go  into  this  matter. 

Question.  Did  he  tell  you  that  Brock  was  one  of  them? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  but  not  that  he  was  working  for  them. 

Question.  Did  you  hold  out  any  inducement  to  any  mem- 
ber of  the  Council  for  his  vote? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  held  out  no  inducement.  I  solicited 
their  votes,  as  I  do  in  every  instance  where  I  desire  a  thing 
passed. 

Question.  Was  the  Travers  bill  first  presented  in  the 
Council? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  as  a  substitute  for  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Question.  Was  or  was  not  the  Travers  bill  originally  for 
five  cents? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  afterwards  modified  to  four  cents? 

Answer.     Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  contracts  were  given  to  members  of  the 
Council;  and  to  whom? 

Answer.  There  was  a  contract  given  out  to  Mrs.  Shoe- 
maker &  Co.,  and  Mr.  Beachem  and  Cathcart  were  partners 
in  the  contract,  I  believe. 

Question.  Was  there  none  given  to  Mr.  Eandolph? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Was  there  any  given  to  the  grantees? 

Answer.  None  recurs  to  my  memory  now. 

Question.  Did  or  did  not  Mr.  Mc Comas,  a  member  of  the 
City  Council,  build  the  stabling  down  on  the  Point? 

Answer.  I  saw  him  down  there  engaged  at  work  repairing 
some  stabling.  I  do  not  know  of  my  own  knowledge  that  he 
had  any  contract. 

Question.  Did  or  did  not  Mr.  Musselman  do  the  same  or 
similar  work  up  town? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Taylor? 

Answer.  I  understood  that  he  did;  but  I  don't  know  that 
of  my  own  knowledge,  because  I  never  saw  him  at  work  there, 
and  never  knew  anything  about  it  except  from  general  ru- 
mor. 
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Question.  Did  Mr.  Randolph  far nisli  lumber? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  number  of  miles  of  track  that 
the  ordinance  makes  it  obligatory  to  be  constructed? 

Answer.  Forty-five  miles  of  single  track. 

Question.  In  that  estimate  do  you  include  the  tracks  that 
they  had  the  privilege  of  taking,  or  do  you  mean  the  new 
tracks  that  they  were  required  to  lay? 

Answer.  I  have  forgotten  about  that,  it  has  been  so  long 
since  I  examined  the  matter.  My  impression  is  that  the  forty- 
five  miles  was  tiiat  part  which  the  ordinance  imperatively  re- 
quired to  be  built. 

By  Gov.  Pratt — Question.  You  were  a  member  of  one 
Branch  of  the  City  Council  at  the  time  this  ordinance  was 
passed? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  receive,  or  was  any  promise  made  to 
you,  or  to  any  member  of  the  City  Council,  by  Mr.  Brock,  or 
any  of  his  associates,  any  consideration  for  a  vote  upon  their 
bill? 

Answer.  'No,  sir,  nor  hj  any  one  else,  either. 

Thomas  H.  G-ardiner,  called  and  sworn. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Were  you  or  not  interested 
in  the  passage  of  the  bill,  in  the  City  Council  of  Baltimore, 
known  as  the  Travers  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  was  interested  in  it  in  a  certain  way.  The  gen- 
tlemen named  in  that  bill  as  corporators  were  friends  of  mine, 
I  had  no  more  direct  interest  than  that  in  the  passage  of  the 
ordinance. 

Question.  Have  you  or  not  had  a  subsequent  interest  in  it? 

Answer.   I  have. 

Question.  Had  you  any  promise  or  expectation  at  the  time 
the  grant  was  pending  of  receiving  this  subsequent  interest? 

Answer.  I  did  believe,  that  if  the  bill  passed^  I  would  have 
some  subsequent  interest,  but  what  it  would  be,  I  did  not 
know.  I  supposed,  knov/ing  the  gentlemen  to  be  friends  of 
mine,  that,  if  this  passed,  I  would  have  this  contingent 
interest. 

Question.  When  did  you  first  meet  Mr.  Brock? 

Answer.  In  the  city  of  Baltimore,  he  was  introduced  to  me, 
and  stated  that  he  had  been  largely  interested  in  railroad 
matters,  and  had  an  interest  in  several  grants  in  other  cities; 
that  he  had  understood,  that  it  was  likely  we  would  pass  a 
railroad  bill  in  City  Council,  and  would  like  to  get  some  in- 
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terest  in  some  bill  that  might  pass.  I  said,  I  had  not  ex- 
amined the  question — I  did  not  know  what  hills  were  pend- 
ing before  the  Council,  hut  I  would  enquire,  and  let  him 
know. 

Question.  When  was  that  ? 

Answer.  That  was  sometime  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the 
ordinance — a  short  time. 

Question.  Did  you  not  see  Mr.  Brock,  in  December,  1858, 
when  you  accompanied  a  Committeee  of  the  City  Council  of 
Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  saw  him  for  about  five  minutes  at  the 
Girard  House,  as  we  passed  through  Philadelphia,  but  there 
was  no  chance  for  conversation. 

Question.  Did  you  see  him  afterwards  in  Philadelphia  on 
your  return  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question .  Did  you  go  to  Philadelphia  by  invitation  ? 

Answer.  I  accompanied  the  Committee  of  the  City  Council 
to  Boston,  to  inspect  the  Alms  Houses  there.  During  the 
latter  part  of  December,  1858,  a  Committee  had  been  ap- 
pointed for  that  purpose,  and  I  went  with  them  on  the  invi- 
tation of  Mr.  Sumwalt. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  know,  at  the  time  you  were  ad- 
vocating this  Travers  bill  before  the  City  Council,  that  it 
would  be  assigned  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  know  it  ;  I  believed  the  matter  might 
be  assigned.  I  believed  it  was  possible  to  obtain  these  gen- 
tlemen to  consent  to  an  assignment  to  these  Philadelphia 
capitalists  for  whom  I  was  acting  indirectly,  as  these  gentle- 
men, whose  names  were  in  the  ordinance,  were  friends  of 
mine,  I  had  no  strictly  defined  notions  about  the  matter.  I 
started  the  bill,  and  had  it  presented  to  the  City  Council,  but 
had  no  strictly  defined  notions  about  it. 

Question.  Did,  or  did  not  Mr.  Brock  supervise  the  forma- 
tion of  the  bill? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  drew  the  bill  myself. 

(Question.  Did  you  or  not,  tell  Mr.  Travers,  that  if  this  bill 
passed  it  v/ould  be  assigned  to  Philadelphia  capitalists  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  having  had  any  conver- 
sation with  Mr.  Travers  upon  the  subject. 

(Question.  Did  you  witness  the  signatures  of  tlie  grantees 
to  the  assignment,  and  at  whose  request  ? 

Answer.  I  did.  I  happened  to  be  present  when  that  assign- 
ment was  made?  I  do  not  think  I  was  requested  by  any  one 
to  witness  it,  but,  happening  to  be  at  the  table,  took  up  a  j)en 
and  signed  my  name. 
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Question.  What  was  the  actual  consideration  named  in  the 
assignment  as  the  ostensible  consideration? 

Answer.  I  cannot  answer  that  question.  Each  of  the 
grantees  received  $500;  that  is  the  only  consideration  I  know 
of,  excepting  having  an  interest  in  the  supervision  of  the 
road,  in  its  management  and  control,  as  Mr.  Travers  has 
stated.  ' 

Question.  Did  you,  or  not,  during  the  pendency  of  this 
bill  before  the  City  Council,  state  to  members  of  the  Council, 
that  in  the  event  of  the  passage  of  this  bill,  and  its  tranfer 
to  Brock  &  Co.,  they  would  be  engaged  as  contractors  on  be- 
half of  the  company? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  did  not ;  I  never  made  any  such  state- 
ment to  any  member  of  the  City  Council.  I  advocated  the 
bill,  just  as  I  would  advocate  any  other  measure  before  the 
City  Council,  or  the  Legislature. 

Question.  Did  you,  at  the  time  you  were  advocating  this 
bill  before  the  City  Council,  apprise  them  of  the  fact  that  you 
were  advocating  it  with  the  view  of  tlie  assignment  of  the 
franchise  to  citizens  of  another  city  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not.  The  only  conversation  I  had  upon 
that  subject  was  with  Mr.  Wood,  and  it  was  of  the  character 
detailed  by  him.  I  stated  that  the  capital  would  be  obtained 
from  there  if  the  ordinance  was  passed. 

Question.  You  were  an  active  agent.  "* 

Answer.  I  was  an  advocate ;  I  advocated  it  earnestly,  as  I 
do  all  measures  that  I  take  an  interest  in. 

Question.  Did  you  take   Mr.  Wood  to  see  Mr.  Brock? 

Answer,  I  did,  and  a  conversation  ensued  as  he  has  detailed 
it.  It  was  in  reference  to  the  proposition,  whether  the  capi- 
talists with  whom  he  was  connected,  would  accept  a  transfer 
of  this  road  at  a  four  cent  fare,  whether  it  could  be  run 
profitably  at  four  cents.  I  do  not  exactly  recollect  the  con- 
versation, but  so  far  as  I  do  recollect  it,  I  think  Mr.  Wood 
has  detailed  it  strictly  correctly. 

Question.  Do  you  know,  or  have  yoa  ever  stated  to  any 
person,  that,  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  Travers  ordinance, 
the  votes  of  any  members  of  the  City  Council  were  influenced 
by  any  consideration. 

Answer.  I  have  not.  I  am  not  aware  that  any  member  of 
the  City  Council  was  bought ;  I  never  offered  to  buy  one 
myself;  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  member  of  the  City 
Council  having  been  bought  to  vote  for  this  l)ill. 

Question.  Have  you  l)een  a  Director  u])on  t]iis  load  ? 

Answer.  Upon  the  same  terms  as  Mr.  Travers,  or  all  the 
grantees  ;  I  have  never  been  regularly  appointed  a  Director. 
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By  tlie  Chairman — Question.  You  say  you  were  a  Director 
upon  tiiat  road,  upon  the  same  terms  as  Mr.  Travers-  He  was 
named  in  the  original  ordinance  ;  were  you  appointed  in  the 
same  way  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir-;  Mr.  Travers  was  asked  some  questions 
in  reference  to  a  bond,  and  as  to  whether  certain  parties  were 
named  in  that  bond  ;  my  name  appea.rs  in  that  bond. 

The  Chairman — I  understand  Mr.  Travers  to  say,  that  that 
bond  was  given  to  the  grantees,  in  consideration  that  they, 
the  grantees,  should  make  the  contracts,  and  to  officers  of  the 
road. 

Wm.  H.  Travers  made  the  following  statement  and  answers 
to  questions. 

The  bond  was  given  naming  certain  parties  as  the  directors 
to  control  the  contracts,  &c.,  and  for  that  purpose  there  was 
a  board  of  directors  named,  consisting  of  nine  persons  alto- 
gether, managers  or  directors,  whatever  you  call  them;  the 
five  original  grantees,  and  Mr.  Wood,  Mr.  Sewall,  Mr.  Tal- 
bot, and  Mr.  Gardiner.  This  board  has  the  control,  as  the 
bond  itself  says,  to  make  the  contracts  and  see  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  ordinance  are  carried  out.  The  five  original 
grantees  constitute  a  majority  of  a  board  of  nine  persons. 

By  Mr.  Alexander — Question.  All  the  others,  except  Mr. 
Gardiner,  being  members  of  the  City  Council  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Were  they  not  elected  by  the 
stockholders  ? 

Answer.  There  are  no  stockholders.  The  bond  which  the 
original  grantees  took  from  Mr.  Brock  &  Co.,  and  which  was 
the  consideration  of  the  transfer  of  this  grant,  Avas  to  the  ef- 
fect that  the  original  grantees,  and  those  other  gentlemen, 
should  have  the  control  and  management  of  this  road,  and 
that  the  citizens  of  Baltimore  should  furnish  the  materials 
and  labor  for  its  construction  and  operation. 

Question.  Now  one  other  question.  This  bond  was  given 
by  the  assignees  to  you  nine  gentlemen  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  it  was  given  to  the  five  original  grantees. 

Question.  Then  Messrs.  Gardiner,  Y7ood,  Sewall  and  Tal- 
bot were  not  included  in  that  bond  ? 

Answer.  They  were  not  parties  to  the  bond,  though  named 
as  directors.  The  bond  was  given  to  the  grantees  to  secure 
the  direction  of  the  road,  placing  this  road  under  their  di- 
rection. 

Question.  And  that  was  to  secure  the  management  of  this 
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road  within  the  city  of  Baltimore,  and  for  the  benefit  of  the 
city  of  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Thomas  H,  Gardiner,  resumerl. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone— Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  person 
or  persons  who  were  employed  to  prevent  or  break  a  meeting 
of  the  citizens  of  Baltimore,  advertised  to  be  held  in  Monu- 
ment Square,  in  the  month  of  March,  1859,  called  to  advocate 
the  three  cent  rate  bill  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  am  not  aware  of  any  parties  being  em- 
ployed to  break  up  the  meeting.  I  know  a  meeting  was 
called  just  upon  the  eve  of  the  passage  of  this  ordinance,  in- 
terested in  the  bill.  In  fact,  I  had  been  told  that  the  meet- 
ing would  take  place,  and  they  would  pass  certain  resolutions 
and  send  them  down  to  the  Second  Branch  of  the  City  Coun- 
cil, to  show  them  that  the  people  of  Baltimore  were  opposed 
to  this  ordinance.  I  saw  that  they  were  going  to  try  to  take 
or  snap  judgment,  and  I  thought  it  due  to  call  a  counter  meet- 
ing, I  prepared  that  call  for  a  meeting,  to  take  place  at  the 
same  place,  and  asked  persons  to  note  down  the  resolutions 
of  this  party,  and  if  they  failed  to  do  so,  to  organize  a  coun- 
ter meeting  and  pass  counter  resolutions. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Do  you  think  it  was  good 
policy  to  call  a  meeting  to  assemble  upon  the  ground  of  a 
meeting  already  called,  for  the  purpose  of  putting  down  that 
meeting? 

Answer.  That  is  a  matter  of  opinion. 

Mr.  Gordon.  That  is  hardly  testimony. 

The  Chairman.   I  want  his  opinion. 

Gov.  Pratt.  We  have  his  opinion. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Did  you  or  not  jmy  money 
to  different  persons  to  go  around  and  bring  up  persons  to  that 
meeting  ? 

Answer.  iNo,  sir. 

Question.  To  persons  to  attend  them? 

AnsM^er.  No,  sir;  not  for  that  purpose  I  did  not. 

Question.  You  did  not  employ  any  one  to  get  the  people 
to  go  there? 

Answer.  I  did  ask  a  number  of  my  friends  to  interest  them- 
selves to  have  as  large  a  force  as  possible  there,  to  vote  down 
the  resolutions. 

Question.  Did  you  not  pay  them  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  for  that  pur])0se. 
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Question.  Did  you  not  pay  or  give  money  to  -persons  for 
their  services,  in  procuring  the  attendance  of  persons  there  ? 

AnsAver.  I  did  not,  except  in  one  instance.  I  told  a  party 
to  hire  a  horse  and  wagon  and  go  around  to  parties,  and  if 
he  could  get  persons  to  go,  I  would  compensate  him. 

Question.  Who  was  that  person  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  in  my  office. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  To  whom  was  he  to  go? 
Answer.  To  any  persons  he  could  get. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Did  you  mention  any  club, 
or  the  leaders  of  any  club  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.   Or  men  identified  with  any  club? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  unless  you  call  members  of  the  American 
party  identified  with  the  clubs. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Were  there  not  a  number 
of  members  of  clubs  there  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  believe  so;  on  the  part  of  those  who 
originally  called  the  meeting.  And  I  was  informed  that  the 
meeting  was  broken  up  by  persons  who  were  called  tliere, 
sympathising  with  the  three  cent  party.     I  was  not  there. 

Question.  The  meeting  was  broken  up  by  men  who  called 
it? 

Answer.  I  say  I  was  informed. 

Mr.  Turner.   That  is  not  testimony,  as  you  do  not  know  it. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Did  you  or  not  give  Mr, 
Wardell  $10  for  his  services  upon  that  occasion  ? 

Answer.  Not  for  that  purpose. 

Question.  For  what  purpose  ? 

Answer.  It  was  not  at  that  time  or  for  that  purpose;  I  do 
not  recollect  what  the  purpose  was. 

Question.  Did  you  not  give  it  to  him  on  that  night  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  recollect  ha,ving  loaned  him  money  at 
different  times.  He  has  very  frequently  come  to  me  to  bor- 
row money,  and  that  was  in  the  light  of  a  loan. 

Question.  Do  you  know  by  whom  the  book  containing  the 
subscriptions  of  stock  was  abstracted  from  the  office,  on  the 
day  the  subscriptions  were  made  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  knowledge,  other  than  that  Mr.  Trav- 
ers  has  stated.  I  have  understood-that  Mr.  Dougherty,  clerk 
of  the  Penitentiary,  was  the  party  who  obtained  the  book 
from  Mr.  Tr avers. 

By  Gov.  Pratt — Question.   Wore  you  there? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 
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By  Ml',  Blakisfcoiio — Question.  Did  you  or  not  occupy  a  seat 
in  the  same  carriage  with  the  party  who  abstracted  that  hook 
and  carried  it  to  the  Penitentiary  ? 

Answer.  I  did,  with  Mr.  Evans ;  he  tokl  me  Mr.  Dougherty 
]iad  handed  him  the  hook,  and  he  intended  to  take  it  to  the 
Penitentiary  for  safe  keeping. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  Was  the  Penitentiary  a  good 
place  to  keep  hooks  ? 

Answer.  It  was  a  secure  phice;  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
excitement  then. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Did  you  go  with  Mr.  Evans 
to  the  Penitentiary  on  that  occasion  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not ;  he  drove  me  about  two  squares,  and 
then  put  me  out  and  left  me,  and  went  to  the  Penitentiary. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Do  you  know  the  politics  of 
Mr.  Brock  and  this  company  ? 

Mr.  Maxwell — 0  !  no  ;  don't  ask  that. 

The  Chairman — I  will  show,  if  this  question  is  properly 
answered,  a  comj)licity  that  will  not  satisfy  the  American 
party  or  the  Democratic  party. 

The  Witness — I  do  not  know  the  politics  of  Mr.  Brock,  and 
I  believe  I  knov/  the  politics  of  the  majority  of  the  company. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Did  you  ever  state  to  any 
person  that  it  w^as  important,  in  a  political  point  of  view, 
that  Mr.  Brock  and  his  associates  should  get  the  railway 
grant,  inasmuch  as  their  influence  with  the  Republican  mem- 
bers from  Pennsylvania  would  secure  the  election  of  Henry 
Winter  Davis  as  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Eepresentatives  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  have  made  such  a  declaration,  because 
I  did  not  favor  the  renomination  of  Mr.  Davis.  I  was  favor- 
able to  the  nomination  of  Coleman  Yellott,  and  consequently 
could  have  made  no  such  declaration.  Henry  Winter  Davis 
was  nominated  subsequently  to  his  transfer. 

By  Mr.  Alexander — Question.  Have  you  any  recollection 
of  having  made  such  a  declaration  at  any  time  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  When  was  Mr.  Davis  nominated  ? 

About  two  weeks  before  the  election,  some  time  in  October, 
while  this  arrangement  was  made  in  April. 

Question,  You  sent  around  a  request  to  a  number  of  your 
friends  to  attend  this  meeting  in  Monument  Spuare  to  vote 
down  the  resolutions  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  It  was  not  to  organize  an  opposition  meeting, 
then? 
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Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  But  to  enter  into  the  deliberations  of  the  meet- 
ing called  by  the  other  side  and  vote  down  the  resolutions  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  and  in  case  of  a  failure  to  vote  them 
down^  then  call  another  meeting  after  the  other  had  adjourned. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Was  not  this  call  for  the 
three  cent  bill  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Is  it  the  custom  in  the  city  of  Baltimore  to  call 
two  meetings  holding  opposite  views  at  the  same  time  and 
place  ? 

Answer.  It  has  been  frequently  done.  My  object  in  doing 
it  was  because  I  thought  the  purpose  of  that  meeting  was  to 
operate  upon  the  Second  Branch  of  the  City  Council,  having 
this  matter  in  consideration,  and  if  the  purpose  was  defeated 
that  night  it  would  be  defeated  altogether.  And  I  was  satis- 
fied the  people  of  Baltimore  were  not  in  favor  of  the  three 
cent  bill. 

Question.  Was  there  no  other  place  but  Monument  Square 
large  enough  to  hold  your  meeting  ? 

Answer.  I  wanted  to  influence  all  my  friends,  even  those 
who  favored  the  three  cent  bill,  to  go  there,  and  when  they 
understood  it  to  vote  it  down. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  offer  a  gentleman  a  considerable 
fee  if  he  would  go  there  that  night  and  make  a  speech  ? 

Answer.  I  did.  The  person  is  John  Wilmot,  the  Crier  of 
the  Superior  Court  of  Baltimore.  He  had  become  notorious 
in  presiding  at  meetings  ;  had  presided  at  the  Blind  Johnny 
meeting. 

Question.  Do  you  mean  a  subscription  meeting  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  at  the  Blind  Johnny  meeting,  which  was 
the  origin  of  the  American  party.  I  thought  that  by  getting 
him  to  preside  there  it  would  be  certain  to  throw  ridicule 
upon  it  and  defeat  it. 

Question.  And  you  offered  him  |100  to  make  himself  ridi- 
culous ? 

Answer.  I  did  in  that  way. 

The  Chairman.  And  to  make  honest  people  ridiculous. 
Mr.  Grordon.  "^ou  admit  a  difference  of  opinion  in  regard 
to  honesty  and  dishonesty  in  these  matters  ? 

The  Witness — ^<es,  sir. 

Mr.  Maxwell — ThCf  presiding  officer  of  a  meeting  holds  a 
very  respectable  posititon,  does  he  not? 
The  Witness — Yes,  isir. 
By  the  Chairman — Question.  You  say  the  attempt  to  break 
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met  to  sympathise  with  the  three  cent  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not  present  at  the  meeting,  but  I  was  in- 
formed so. 

Question.  Who  informed  you,  and  who  was  it  you  told  was 
the  party  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  who  told  me  ;  the  matter  has 
slipped  my  memory.  I  think  I  was  told  by  a  number  of  gen- 
tlemen who  were  present  at  the  meeting,  that  the  first  at- 
tempt to  disturb  the  meeting  was  by  a  person  who  favored 
the  three  cent  project. 

Question.  Who  informed  you  of  that  fact? 

Answer.  I  think  one  of  them  was  Wm.  H.  Roberts,  a  clerk 
in  my  office,  who  was  present  at  the  meeting. 

Question.  Did  he  state  to  you  who  that  person  was? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  he  knew  who  he  was  ;  but  that 
he  supposed  he  was  in  favor  of  the  three  cent  bill. 

Question.  He  merely  supposed  him  to  be  in  favor  of  the 
three  cent  bill  ? 

Answer.  There  was  no  attempt  to  organize  a  meeting. 
There  were  two  or  three  torches  put  around  the  railing,  and 
the  crowd  assembled  around  there. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  You  say  you  were  not  at  that 
meeting  at  all  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  say  you  felt  a  deep  interest  in  the  passage  of 
the  bill,  and  wanted  to  have  any  proposition  against  its  pas- 
sage that  might  be  made  at  that  meeting  to  vote  it  down  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  Why  were  you  not  at  the  meeting  ? 

Answer.  I  was  at  the  meeting  of  the  City  Council.  The 
Travers  bill  was  pending  before  the  City  Council,  and  I  was 
attending  there  ;  the  meeting  was  called  to  meet  before  the 
City  Council  adjourned. 

By  Mr,  Blakistone — Question.  You  had  no  pecuniary  in- 
terest in  this  bill  ^ 
Answer.  No,  sir. 
Question.  And  joii  offered  |100  for  what  you  have  stated  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  I  would  have  given  it.  I  told 
the  gentleman  when  he  refused  that  perhaps  I  could  offer  a 
consideration. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  state  that  the  interest  you  felt  for 
your  friends,  and  who  were  named  in  the  bill,  prompted  you 
to  exert  yourself  in  the  matter  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  stated  that  I  had  no  pecuniary  interest 
in  the  matter. 

By  Mr.  Alexander — Question.  You  stated  that  you  expect- 
ed to  have  an  interest  in  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  expected  I  might. 

William  L.  Montague,  recalled. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Had  you  any  interest,  direct 
or  remote,  or  have  you  at  any  time  ever  had  any  interest,  di- 
rect or  remote,  in  any  city  passenger  railway  in  the  city  of 
Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  I  never  have  had  any  interest  in  any  proposition 
before  the  City  Council,  either  for  myself  or  for  any  acquaint- 
ance. 

Question.  Will  you  go  on  and  state  all  you  know  in  rela- 
tion to  conversations  and  statements  made  to  you  by  Mr. 
Gardiner  and  Mr.  Wood,  &c.,  in  your  own  words? 

Got,  Pratt — For  what  purj)Ose  ? 

The  Witness — Will  the  gentlemen  of  the  committee  allow 
me  to  make  one  solitary  statement  ? 

No  objection  was  made. 

The  Witness — I  felt  disposed  last  evening  to  ask  the  privi- 
lege of  expressing  myself  in  my  own  way  in  relation  to  this 
matter.  Mr.  Wood,  on  the  stand  here,  attempted  to  give  a 
statement  as  to  the  various  stages  of  the  progress  of  this  whole 
railway  matter  through  the  Council,  and  in  that  statement  he 
has,  whether  intentionally  or  not  I  will  not  stop  to  inquire, 
grossly  misrepresented  me  upon  tlie  whole  question.  Now 
the  first  proposition,  in  relation  to  passenger  railways  in  the 
streets  of  Baltimore,  was  a  proposition  submitted  by  Mr.  Tal- 
bot, or  by  the  president  of  that  branch,  proposing  that  the 
city  of  Baltimore,  in  its  corporate  capacity,  should  build  the 
road,  equip  it,  and  then  put  it  up  at  public  auction.  At  that 
time  I  had  the  charge  of  the  Barnum  &  Brooks'  bill.  But  I 
regarded  that  at  the  moment,  and  have  thought  since,  that  it 
was  the  best  bill.  And  laying  aside  all  my  predilections  in 
favor  of  any  other  bill  or  system,  I  recorded  my  vote  in  favor 
of  the  city  constructing  the  road,  and  then  putting  the  fran- 
chise up  to  public  competition  for  the  highest  bidder.  At  a 
later  period  the  Travers  ordinance  was  reported  at  6  cents 
fare,  and  a  bonus  of  $10  or  $20  per  car,  as  a  tax  to  the  city. 
As  a  substitute  for  that  bill,  if  I  mistake  not,  I  offered  the 
the  Brooks  bill.  That  bill  contained  a  clause  appropriaing 
$10,000  a  year  to  the  city  for  this  privilege.     I  was  convinced 
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of  the  financial  ability  of  those  named  in  the  Brooks  bill,  and 
the  known  disability  of  those  named  in  the  Travers  bill, 
I  considered  the  Brooks  bill  the  best  for  the  city.  I  did  all 
I  could  to  procure  its  passage  over  the  Travers  grant,  but  it 
was  defeated.  And  then  came  the  omnibus  proprietors'  bill. 
But  I  believe  that  preceded  this  action,  and  I  voted  for  that 
bill,  although  I  had  the  Brooks  bill  in  my  possession  at  the 
time.  Then  came  the  Travers  bill,  for  which  I  offered  the 
Brooks  bill  as  a  substitute,  but  it  was  defeated,  and  the  Tra- 
vels bill  was  passed  with  a  great  deal  of  earnestness  by  its 
friends  in  the  Council  to  its  final  passage,  but  not  before  its 
rate  of  fare  was  reduced  to  four  cents .  By  the  direction  of  some 
of  the  corporators  named  in  the  Brooks  bill,  who  were  near  me 
in  the  council-room,  I  proposed  to  reduce  the  fare  in  the  Brooks 
bill  to  3  cents,  and  offered  that  as  a  substitute  for  the  four  cent 
with  $10  license  money  on  each  car.  But  by  that  sort  of  leger- 
demain that  men  in  legislative  bodies  understand,  I  was  ruled 
out,  inasmuch  as  the  bill  had  already  gone  to  the  third  de- 
gree, and  no  vote  could  be  taken  on  the  three  cent  bill.  Find- 
ing that  we  could  not  secure  that,  we  were  reduced  to  a  vote 
on  the  Travers  four  cent  bill.  I  offered  an  amendment  to 
strike  out  "  four  "  and  insert  "  three"  in  the  Travers  bill,  so 
as  to  secure,  if  possible,  the  cheapest  plan  for  the  people  of 
Baltimore,  having  failed  to  get  the  plan  of  the  parties  whom 
I  represented.  That  was  defeated.  On  the  final  passage  the 
j)revious  question  was  perpetually  moved  on  me,  and  I  was 
perpetually  gagged  in  the  debates,  as  the  journal  will  show, 
and  I  had  no  opportunity  for  explanation.  When  the  bill 
was  put  upon  its  passage,  my  name  being  the  last  upon  the 
roll,  as  I  represented  the  20th  ward,  when  my  name  was 
called,  I  rose  to  explain  the  vote  I  was  about  to  give,  and  I 
stated  that  while  I  abhorred  the  bill,  and  while  I  believed  the 
interests  of  the  people  were  to  be  sacrificed  by  that  bill,  and 
while  I  recognised  the  many  defects  in  the  bill,  I  would  vote 
for  it,  inasmuch  as  I  was  reduced  to  a  vote  for  that  or  nothing. 
Believing  that  the  Mayor  would  see  fit  to  veto  the  bill,  I 
would  still  give  to  the  people  of  Baltimore  an  earnest  of  my 
anxiety  to  secure  to  them  their  benefits,  and  I  therefore  voted 
for  the  bill.  The  Mayor  vetoed  it,  as  I  thought  he  would  do; 
and  it  came  to  us  for  action  under  his  veto,  and  the  engineer 
of  this  bill.  Wood,  as  soon  as  the  veto  was  read  indi- 
cating what  sort  of  bill  the  Mayor  would  approve,  indi- 
cating this  one  cent  tax  for  a  park — Mr.  Wood  offer- 
ed a  substitute  ;  I  offered  the  Brooks  bill  as  a  substitute 
for  that  ;  it  was  voted  down.  Then  the  Travers  bill  was 
passed,  and  I  voted  against  it.  I  liavo  been  asked  to  state  all 
I  know  upon  this  subject,  and   I  am  very  glad  of  the  oppor- 
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tunity  of  repeating  the  acknowledgments  which  have  been 
made  to  me  by  parties  themselves.  About  the  time  of  the 
assembling  of  the  present  Legislature — 

Mr.  Alexander — Mr.  Browning  has  nothing  to  do  with  us; 
he  is  out  of  the  assignment. 

The  Witness — I  asked  the  privilege  to  make  a  statement. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  Who  is  Mr.  Browning? 

Answer.   One  of  the  grantees. 

Question.  What  is  it  in  relation  to  ? 

Answer.  In  relation  to  his  connection  with  Mr.  Brock  be- 
fore it  passed.. 

Mr.  Alexander — He  is  summoned  as  one  of  the  witnesses. 

The  Chairman — We  can  hear  you,  Mr.  Montague,  after 
Mr.  Browning  has  made  his  statement. 

The  Witness — I  can  give  a  conversation  that  occurred  be- 
tween  Mr.  Wood  and  myself. 

Mr.  Alexander  objected  to  it, 

Mr.  Blakistone  argued  in  favor  of  allowing  the  witness  to 
proceed. 

Mr.  Gordon — If  you  can  show  that  Mr.  Wood  was  acting 
as  agent  for  these  parties,  that  would  be  evidence. 

The  Witness — I  understood  it  to  be  so.  I  had  a  conversa- 
tion with  him  a  very  short  time  after  the  assignment,  when  all 
this  was  made  public,  and  at  a  period  v/hen  the  public  mind 
was  much  excited  upon  the  subject  of  this  assignment.  Wood 
complimented  me  in  his  peculiar  Avay  for  the  efforts  I  had 
made  for  the  bill  I  was  interested  in.  I  had  displayed,  he 
said,  great  skill  in  my  advocacy  of  the  bill  I  had  presented 
and  argued  before  the  Council,  and  he  remarked,  and  to  those 
who  know  Wood  the  expression  will  at  once  strike  them  as  a 
very  natural  one, — he  said,  "Billy,  old  fellow,  you  were  ar- 
guing against  a  forlorn  hope  ;  it  Avas  a  foregone  conclusion. 
I  knew  in  advance  of  the  passage  of  this  bill  that  it  was  to  be 
assigned  to  Brock  &  Co.,  and  we  were  determined  at  all 
hazards  to  pass  that  bill." 

Gov.  Pratt — Mr.  Wood  in  his  testimony  stated  that  it  was 
to  go  to  Philiadelphia  capitalists. 

Mr.  Blakistone — Let  the  witness  go  on. 

The  Witness — I  met  Gardiner  after  the  assignment  Avas 
made,  and  after  expressing  to  me  his  regrets  that  I  was  not 
with  them  in  the  measure,  I  stated  to  him  that  I  regretted 
very  much  the  personalities  that  had  been  introduced  into 
that  debate  ;  that  I  had  provoked  none  myself,  but  had  been 
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strongly  provoked,  but  I  had  preferred  to  confine  my«elf  to 
the  merits  of  the  solo  question  of  the  interests  of  the  ])Cople  of 
Baltimore.  His  answer  to  me,  as  nearly  as  I  can  recollect, 
is  as  follows  : — "You  could  hardly  expect  less  from  such  men; 
for  when  this  matter  was  undertaken  for  Brock,  a  list  of  the 
members  of  the  Council  whose  votes  could  be  secured  lor  it, 
with  the  consideration  set  opposite  their  names,  was  made 
out."  I  did  not  understand  Mr.  Gardiner  to  say  that  he  had 
made  the  list  himself,  or  that  he  had  any  hand  in  it,  but  he 
sjDoke  of  it  as  a  fact, 

Thomas  H.  G-ardnner — [who  was  standing  by]  said  :  I  call 
the  gentleman  to  order  ;  I  denounce  that  statement  as  untrue  ; 
it  is  untrue  that  I  ever  made  any  such  statement. 

The  Chairman — The  gentleman  must  not  use  such  lan- 
guage here  to  a  witness  on  the  stand.  He  can  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  explain  himself, 

Mr.  Montague — I  am  accustomed  to  such  language. 

Mr.  Gardiner — I  beg  the  pardon  of  the  Committee,  and 
withdraw  that  statement  or  expression. 

William  L.  Montague  resumed  : 

Mr.  Wood  said  he  opposed  the  three  cent  bill,  or  did  not 
vote  for  it,  because  he  did  not  think  it  would  pay.  Now,  I 
want  to  state  my  reasons  for  believing  it  would  pay.  I  had 
received  from  New  York  the  returns  of  passenger  travel  on 
the  various  avenue  lines  constructed  in  New  York,  for  the 
previous  year,  I  had  ascertained  that  they  w^ere  constructed 
under  a  covenant  with  the  Council  who  gave  the  charters  that 
the  city  of  New  York  should  take  those  roads  at  any  time  at 
the  prime  cost,  with  10  per  cent,  added  thereto,  making  no 
allowance  for  wear,  tear,  age,  or  any  thing  else.  During 
that  year  there  had  been  27  million  and  some  hundred  thou- 
sand passengers  transported  over  those  five  lines,  and  the 
revenue  derived  from  these  lines  was  some  $1,480,000.  That 
exhibit  had  drawn  from  the  press  of  New  York  a  clamor 
against  the  longer  continuance  of  5  cents  Avhen  it  was  de- 
monstrated that  a  cheaper  fare  would  pay,  and,  in  addition 
to  that,  it  was  a  very  strong  argument  with  me  that,  looking 
at  the  covenant  iacorporated  with  this  agreement  between  the 
Council  and  these  roads,  the  temptation  Avas  a  very  strong- 
one  to  put  in  fictitious  costs. 

Mr.  Alexander — I  would  suggest  to  the  Committee,  merely 
to  save  time,  if  this  is  imj^ortant. 
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Mr.  Gordon — I  think  not. 


The  Chairman — The  counsel  upon  the  other  side  did  not 
object  to  the  reasons  ofFerred  l)y  Mr.  Wood  when  he  sup- 
ported the  5  cent  bill. 

Mr.  Alexander — This  is  only  a  long  detail,  not  that  he  had 
considered  the  three  cent  bill  before  he  voted  for  it,  but  merely 
that  he  thought  three  cents  would  pay. 

The  Witness — I  can  produce  the  paper  here. 

Mr.  Gordon — That  would  be  best. 

By  Mr,  Blakistone — Question.  As  a  member  of  the  City 
Council,  and  as  a  resident  of  Baltimore,  familiar  with  the 
public  opinion  there,  do  you  believe  that  the  passage  of  that 
bill  could  have  been  secured  under  any  circumstances,  if  it 
had  been  known  at  the  time  that  it  was  to  be  transferred  to 
other  than  citizens  of  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  if  the  Angel  Gabriel  had  come  there 
with  the  best  charter  ever  heard  of,  the  bill  would  have  passed 
over  everything. 

Mr.  Gordon — The  facts  have  been  given, a  nd  we  can  draw 
our  conclusions  as  well  as  the  witness. 

Mr.  Maxwell — I  do  not  believe  the  angel  Gabriel  would  go 
to  Baltimore  under  the  circumstances. 

The  Witness — I  meant  by  that  remark  merely  to  indicate 
that  no  other  bill  would  have  succeeded. 

By  Mr.  Whyte — Question.  Did  I  understand  you  to  say 
that  neither  you  nor  any  of  your  acquaintances,  were  inter- 
ested in  any  of  the  bills  for  a  city  passenger  railway  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  any  of  them. 

Question.  You  said  none  of  your  acquaintances  or  friends? 
Answer.  Not  named  in  the  bill. 

Question.  Is  not  Wm.  F.  Murdoch,  your  partner,  named 
in  a  bill  before  the  Legislature  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  if  it  is,  not  one  word  of  conversation  has 
passed  between  himself  and  me  about  that  matter. 

Question.  He  is  your  partner  in  the  insurance  business? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Thomas  H.  Gardiner  said:  I  regret  halving  used  the  lan- 
guage I  did  just  now.  Mr.  Montague  said  that  I  ha,d  stated 
to  him  that  I  had  received  a  Ust  of  the  names  of  members  of 
the  Council  witli  the  respective  prices  set  opposite  their  names. 
Now  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  conversation.  I 
never  conversed  with  him  but  once  that  I  am  aware  of,  and 
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that  was  at  Barniim's  Hotel.  It  seemed  to  be  his  evident 
desire  to  elicit  from  me,  during  that  conversation,  something 
to  heai-  upon  these  gentlemen.  He  asked  me  a  number  of 
questions  about  these  gentlemen,  as  to  their  respective  pay, 
&c.,  and,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief,  I  answered 
them  all  negatively. 

J.  Irwin  Smith,  called  and  sworn. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Have  you  any  knowledge 
of  any  admissions  or  statements  made  by  any  member  of  the 
City  Council,  or  of  the  grantees,  about  this  matter? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  any  by  any  members  of  the 
City  Council.  But  I  had  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Travers, 
one  of  the  grantees,  after  the  bill  in  favor  of  Travers  &  Co. 
had  been  reported  and  before  its  passage.  In  that  conversa- 
tion I  congratulated  Mr.  Travers  upon  the  success  of  his  bill. 
He  stated  that  he  was  very  glad  to  hear  it,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  sorry  that  they  should  pass  it  over  a  clever  fellow  like 
myself.  In  the  course  of  the  conversation  he  remarked  to  me 
that  he  had  no  personal  interest  in  the  bill,  except  the  con- 
sideration for  the  use  of  his  name,  which  consideration  I 
afterwards  understood  was  for  being  counsel.  I  afterwards 
saw  Mr.  Cathcart,  one  of  the  grantees. 

By  Mr.  Alexander — Question.  Before  or  after  the  assign- 
ment ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  after. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Are  you  positive  of  that? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  ;  I  am  almost  certain  ;  in  fact,  I 
may  say  I  know  it. 

Mr.  Gordon.  As  we  intend  to  call  Mr.  Cathcart,  the  wit- 
ness may  go  on . 

The  Witness,  In  the  course  of  the  conversation  he  stated 
to  me  that  his  name  was  used  with  his  knowledge  of  its  being- 
used  at  the  time  it  w^as  first  inserted  into  the  bill.  That  is 
all  I  know  of  my  own  knoAvledge. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Have  you  ever  had  a  conver- 
sation with  Mr.  Thomas  H.  Gardiner,  in  reference  to  the 
obtaining  this  charter  for  a  city  passenger  railway? 

Answer.  I  have  had,  I  think,  more  than  one. 

Question.  In  any  conversation  with  him,  did  he  or  not  ever 
say  to  you  that  it  was  necessary  for  political  purposes  to  get 
this  ordinance  for  Brock  &  Co.,  as  it  would  elevate  Henry 
Winter  Davis  to  the  Speakership  of  the  House  of  Eepresenta- 


tives,  by   getting   an   influence  with   the   Black  Republican 
j)arty  of  Pennsylvania  ? 

Answer.  Not  in  those  words. 

Question.  In  what  words? 

Answer.  As  nearly  as  I  can  recollect  it  was  after  the  last 
October  election.  I  have  been  connected  a  long  time  with 
the  American  party,  and  am  now  an  American  in  principle 
but  not  connected  with  the  order,  having  resigned.  I  wrote 
a  resignation  to  the  council  of  which  I  was  a  member,  and 
happening  to  meet  Mr.  Gardiner,  showed  it  to  him.  He 
asked  me  not  to  present  it,  and  advised  me  not  to  do  so.  In 
the  course  of  the  conversation  the  railroad  matter  came  up. 
I  remarked  to  him  that  I  thought  Brock  &  Co.  were  Black 
Eepublicans,  that  I  had  heard  that  in  the  rooms  of  one  of  the 
assignors  in  Philadelphia,  some  pictures  were  hung  around 
the  room  that  showed — 

Mr.  Alexander — That  is  not  evidence. 

The  Witness — I  am  stating  the  conversation.  Mr.  Gardi- 
ner denied  the  [.facts,  and  said  that  Brock  &  Co.  were  good 
Americans,  and  in  the  course  of  the  conversation  said  :  '^It 
is  important  for  us,  because  Brock  &  Co.  will  control  a  large 
influence  with  the  Eepublican  members  of  Pennsylvania,  and 
thereby  aid  in  the  election  of  Henry  Winter  Davis  for 
Speaker." 

Mr.  Gordon — We  thint  it  well  and  proper  to  examine  into 
whether  this  matter  is  to  be  used  for  political  purposes. 

Mr.  Whyte — I  will  say  that  if  the  counsel  here  thought 
that  was  the  case,  they  would  leave  this  matter  at  once. 

By  Gov.  Pratt — Question.  You  say  this  conversation  was 
in  October? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  between  the  City  Council  election  and 
State  election. 

Question.  Before  or  after  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Davis? 

Answer.  After  the  nomination. 

By  Mr.  Alexander — Question.  Were  you  not  an  applicant 
to  the  City  Council  for  a  grant  ? 

Answer.  I  was. 

Question.  Were  you  in  one  of  these  bills? 

Answer.  I  was  not  in  any  bill  that  came  before  the  City 
Council  on  its  passage.  I  was  on  a  bill  that  was  withdrawn 
before  any  action  was  taken  upon  it,  except  by  the  Committee, 
after  the  Travers  bill  was  reported  by  the  Committee.  At 
the  request  of  Mr.  Gardiner,  I  will  state  to  the  Committee 
that  it  was  after  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Davis  as  a  candidate 
for  Congress  that  this  conversation  took  place. 
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"^'James  Wardell,  called  and  sworn. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Were  you  or  not  engaged 
by  Mr.  Gardiner  to  go  around  and  induce  persons  to  go  to 
the  meeting  in  Monument  Square  that  was  broken  up? 

Answer.  That  was  broken  up  ? 
(Question.  It  was  broken  up,  was  it  not  ? 

Answer.  Allow  me  to  state  the  whole  of  the  circumstances. 
I  saw  Mr.  Gardiner  flying  around  through  the  court  house, 
as  though  something  was  going  on,  and  I  asked  him  what 
was  the  matter.  There  had  been  something  between  us. 
He  said — '^ Jimmy,  let  us  bury  the  hatchet;  there  is  going  to 
be  a  meeting  here  to-night,  and  we  have  got  to  make  Wilmot 
president."  I  asked  him  what  for.  Says  he — '^ We  want  to 
have  a  burlesque,  and  I  want  to  get  the  most  unpopular  man 
we  can  to  be  President."  Mr.  Travers  was  a  friend  of  mine, 
and  I  was,  if  any  thing,  in  favor  of  the  Travers  bill,  because 
I  knew  the  parties.  Says  he — "I  wish  you  would  get  as  many 
of  our  friends  there  as  you  possibly  can  in  favor  of  the  Travers 
bill,"  I  suppose  I  spoke  to  some  half  dozen  men,  not  more, 
and  I  went  down  there  that  night,  whether  by  myself  or 
with  the  other  gentlemen,  I  do  not  recollect.  I  do  not  sup- 
pose there  were  125  people  there  altogether.  There  was  a 
parcel  of  these  flembeaus  burning — a  perfect  nuisance,  for 
they  made  a  smoke  all  around  the  whole  place,  and  a  man 
could  hardly  speak  there.  Nobody  called  the  meeting  to 
order.  I  hollowed  myself  to  a  man  up  on  the  railing  that  he 
better  come  down  from  there.  Some  one  threw  a  flambeau 
down  in  the  street,  and  I  went  around  then  to  the  Gilmor 
House.  There  was  a  proposition  made  to  get  a  band  of  music; 
whether  it  was  made  before  or  after  the  meeting  I  cannot  re- 
collect. But  at  any  rate  I  got  a  band  of  music.  For  my 
part  it  was  a  willing  movement,  to  come  out  honestly  about 
it.  It  was  about  the  time  of  the  nominations,  and  I  was  a 
great  friend  of  Milton  Whitney,  while  Mr.  Gardiner  was  op- 
posed to  him;  and  I  thought  if  I  could  beat  Mr.  Gardiner  at 
any  of  his  points,  it  was  my  place  to  do  it;  and  I  calculated 
to  take  Mr.  Gardiner's  money  and  serenade  Mr.  Whitney 
with  it ;  we  also  went  to  Mr.  Gardiner's  house,  but  some  one 
made  some  excuse  that  some  one  there  was  sick,  and  we  did 
not  serenade  him. 

By  Mr.  Maxwell — Question.  Did  you  serenade  Mr.  Whit- 
ney ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  and  also  had  some  Champagne  to  drink 
there. 
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By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  Who  were  the  five  or  six   men 

you  notified  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  positively  that  I  notified  any  one  ; 
but  it  runs  in  my  head  that  I  spoke  to  some  of  my  friends.  I 
might  have  tokl  some  five  or  six  of  them  ;  wliether  I  did  or 
not,  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  Can  you  give  the  names  of  any  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Do  you  know  whether  you 
told  any  of  the  leading  members  of  the  clubs  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  none  of  them — that  is  not  my  way  of 
working. 

Mr.  Maxwell — What  is  your  way  ? 

Mr.  Gordon — You  work  on  other  people's  capital. 

The  Witness — I  would  not  go  to  our  party  and  ask  them  to 
go  down  on  any  account,  because  it  would  create  jealousy. 
Or,  if  I  knew  certain  ones  were  coming,  I  would  say  nothing 
to  them. 

By  Gov.  Pratt — Question.  Was  the  meeting  broken  up? 

Answer.  There  was  no  organization  there.  There  were  not 
more  than  125  people  there.  The  lights  that  were  burning 
made  a  smoke  all  up  and  down,  so  that  it  was  a  perfect  nuis- 
ance. It  has  been  rumored  that  I  was  employed  to  break  up 
this  meeting  by  Mr.  Gardiner,  I  do  not  think  Mr.  Gardiner 
would  dare  to  ask  me  to  do  such  a  thing. 

By  Mr.  Whyte — Question.  Did  he  say  anything  about  or- 
der at  the  meeting  ? 

Answer.  He  said — 'Mimmy,  if  you  are  there,  try  to  keep 
peace." 

Stephen  Bridge,  called  and  sworn. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Were  you  on  Monument 
Square  on  the  night  when  a  meeting  for  a  three  cent  railway 
was  called  during  the  time  the  city  railway  bills  were  pending 
before  the  City  Council  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  there  any  disorder  there  ? 

Answer.  The  meeting  was  called  for  all  those  in  favor  of 
three  cents  fare  ;  and  I  went  there  rather  early,  before  the 
time  for  the  meeting  to  take  place,  and  stayed  there  some  con- 
siderable time.  The  lights  were  put  up,  and  after  some  time 
a  man  went  on  to  the  court  house  steps  and  threw  some  of 
them  down .  The  thought  suggested  itself  to  my  mind  that  the 
lights  ought  to  be  tied  on  immediately,  and  I  went  down  Bal- 
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timore  street  and  got  some  twine  and  went  back  to  tie  them 
up.  There  was  no  attemi)t  to  throw  them  down  again  for 
some  time.  There  were  some  8  or  10  gentlemen  up  there. 
After  a  time  this  man  who  had  been  throwing  the  lights 
down,  came  again.  There  were  a  lot  at  the  corner  not  light- 
ed ;  he  got  them  and  began  to  light  them  and  pitch  them 
over.  I  thought  it  was  beneath  the  dignity  of  those  Avho 
were  assembled  there  for  the  object  of  the  meeting  to  let  one 
man  throw  these  lights  over,  and  I  took  hold  of  one  of  the 
lights  to  see  if  there  would  be  any  resistance  made.  While 
we  were  struggling,  another  man  came  over  the  side  and  gave 
me  one  tremendous  blow  in  the  eye,  the  only  blow  I  have  had 
these  thirty  years  ;  it  was  a  fearful  one,  and,  of  course,  it 
settled  me.  It  had  been  rumored  that  the  meeting  was  to  be 
broken  up.  I  thought  that  it  might  be  only  rumor,  and  the 
only  way  to  test  it  was  to  try  and  prevent  these  flambeaus 
from  being  thrown  over.  But  I  got  a  feeling  proof  that  there 
was  more  than  one  in  it,  and  I  made  tracks  for  home  as  soon 
as  [  could. 

By  Mr.  Whyte — -Question.  How  many  persons  composed 
that  large  meeting  ? 

Answer.  Well  on  to  a  thousand  at  least,  I  should  think,  ac- 
cording to  my  judgment.  There  were  about  18  or  20  police 
officers  between  Fayette  and  Baltimore  streets.  They  were 
waiting,  I  suppose,  for  somebody  to  be  beaten,  and  then  they 
would  go  in  and  arrest  him  and  take  him  to  the  watch-house. 
But  I  got  away  without  being  arrested. 

Mahlon  Talbot,  called  and  sworn. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  What  do  you  know  of  a 
Telegraphic  Dispatch  that  was  taken  to  you  in  the  Superior 
Court,  or  wherever  it  was,  and  state  the  contents  of  it  ? 

Ansv/er.  I  think  it  was  some  time  last  winter.  I  am  not 
positive  in  regard  to  the  time,  but  to  the  best  of  my  recollec- 
tion, it  was  last  winter,  a  Telegraphic  Dispatch  was  brought 
to  me  by  mistake,  and  I  opened  it  without  referring  to  the  di- 
rection. I  merely  glanced  at  it,  and  as  soon  as  I  discovered 
it  was  not  for  me,  I  handed  it  to  a  friend,  and  asked  him  if  he 
knew  anything  about  it.  I  think  he  read  the  Dispatch.  He 
looked  at  it,  and  said  it  was  for  a  gentleman  at  the  Patriot 
office,  and  Igaveitto  the  little  boy  who  took  it  there  to  him. 
Sometime  afterwards  I  was  summoned  before  a  committee  of 
the  Council,  and  was  shoAvn  a  true  copy  oF  the  Dispatch. 

Gov.  Pratt  objected  to  the  witness  stating  anything  about 
the  copy. 
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The  Witness — I  did  not  read  the  dispatch . 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Do  you  know  the  contents 
of  it  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  To  whom  did  you  hand  the  dis- 
patch ? 

Answer.  To  Mr.  Cheney,  one  of  the  clerks  in  the  office, 
and  he  looked  at  it.  I  saw  nothing  but  the  duplicate  hand- 
ed to  me  when  I  was  before  the  Committee. 

By  the  Chairman — Q,uestion.  Who  handed  it  to  you? 
Answer.  One  of  the  members  of  the  committee  of  investi- 
tion. 

Mr.  Gordon — Let  the  dispatch  be  produced  here,  and  we 
can  see  its  contents. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  To  whom  was  the  dispatch 
directed  ? 

Answer.  To  a  member  of  the  City  Council. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  Where  is  he  now  ? 
Answer.  Here  in  the  court  room. 

Mr.  Alexander — Let  him  be  called. 

Mr.  Blakistone — We  don't  want  him. 

Question.   [To  witness.]  Where  was  the  dispatch  dated  ? 

Answer.  I  think  at  Harrisburg,  cr  rather,  I  will  not  say 
it  was  dated  there,  but  that  was  my  impression.  I  consider- 
ed it  a  confidential  matter,  and  I  took  it  for  granted  that,  as 
a  gentleman,  I  had  no  business  to  look  at  it. 

Question.  Did  you,  or  not,  read  so  far  as  to  ascertain  that 
it  referred  to  some  money  transactions  ? 

Answer.  I  saw  the  dispa-tch  which  was  said  to  be  a  dupli- 
cate, and  that  altered  my  impression. 

Mr.  Gordon.  That  is  not  proper. 

By  Mr.  blakistone — Question.  As  far  as  you  did  read  it,  what 
were  the  contents  of  it  ? 
Answer.  Something  about  Mr.  Brock. 

Mr.  Alexander.  I  object  to  that,  the  dispatch  itself  is  the 
best  evidence. 

Gov.  Pratt.  And  Mr.  Talbot,  to  whom  the  dispatch  was 
sent  is  here. 

Mr.  Whyte.  And  a  copy  of  the  dispatch  from  the  Telegraph 
office  can  be  furnished. 

_  By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  What  did  you  read  in  tha{ 
dispatch  ? 

Answer.  As  to  reading  it,  I  merely  glanced  at  it,  and  the 
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moment  I  did  so,  I  discovered  it  was  not  lor  me,  and  handed 
it  over  to  Mr.  Cheney,  and  never  disclosed  anything  about 
the  matter  until  it  was  made  public  by  Mr.  Cheney. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  You  opened  the  dispatch  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  and  the  moment  I  did  so  I  saw  it  v/as 
not  for  me. 

Question.  When  was  that  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  last  winter. 

By  Mr.  Whyte — Question.  Was  it  not  in  the  month  of 
April  ? 

Answer.    Well,  yes,  sir,  I  think  it  was. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  Can  you  state  something  to 
identify  it  ? 

Answer.  What  struck  me  about  it  %vas,  that  it  was  about 
Mr.  Brock. 

Question.  To  whom  was  it  directed  ? 

Answer.  To  Mr.  Talbot. 

Question.  Who  sent  it  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  recollect. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Was  there  any  sum  of  money 
mentioned  in  it  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  that.  I  cannot  speak  positively 
in  regard  to  the  dispatch. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Was  it  not  signed  by  John 
Ely? 

Answ'cr.  I  declare  I  don't  remember  who  it  was  signed  it. 

By  Mr.  AVhyte — Question.  Was  it  not  signed  by  John 
Ely? 

Answer.  It  strikes  me  that  the  duplicate  I  saw 

Question.  Was  not  the  original  dispatch  signed  by  him? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  You  say  the  name  of  Brock  was  in  the  body  of 
the  dispatch  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  if  I  could  see  the  duplicate,  I  think  I 
could  tell. 

C.  A.  Talbot,  called  and  sworn. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Q-uestion.  Did  you  receive  a  dispatch 
some  time  about  last  April  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  and  if  you  will  allow  me,  1  will  state 
the  circumstances. 
,    Question.  Had  it  been  opened  when  you  received  it? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  brought  it  to  you? 

Answer.  The  telegraph  boy  brought  it  to  me.     I  noticed 


that  tlie  envelope,  in  wliich.  it  was,  had  been  opened,  and 
asked  how  that  occurred.  He  said  he  had  made  a  mistake 
and  taken  it  to  a  Mr.  Talbot,  in  one  of  the  courts. 

Question,  Have  you  that  dispatch? 

Answer.  I  have  not.  I  was  in  town  here  for  another  pur- 
pose, and  not  for  anything  in  regard  to  this  matter.  I  can 
state  the  contents  of  it,  and  send  down  a  duplicate,  if  neces- 
sary. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Where  did  you  get  the 
duplicate  ? 

Answer.  I  telegraphed  to  Philadelphia  for  it. 

Question.  Did  they  retain  a  duplicate  of  it  in  Philadel- 
phia ? 

Answer.  I  went  to  the  Baltimore  Telegraph  office  and 
asked  if  they  retained  copies  of  the  dispatches  received  there, 
and  they  said  they  only  retained  the  copies  of  those  sent  from 
the  office,  that  is,  they  kept  the  originals  on  file.  I  told 
them  I  wanted  a  copy  of  a  dispatch  sent  from  Philadelphia, 
and  they  said  the  original  was  on  file  there,  and  I  could  get 
a  copy  from  there. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  receive  more  than  one  telegraphic 
dispatch  ? 

Answer,  I  do  not  know  as  I  ever  received  more  than  one 
from  Philadelphia,  certainly  not  more  than  this  from  John 
Ely. 

By  Mr,  Whyte — Question,  What  was  the  date? 

Answer.  The  10th  of  April,  I  was  a  member  of  the  City 
Council,  and  voted  for  Travers  bill.  After  that  bill  passed, 
for  a  week  or  two,  there  was  a  sort  of  lull  in  the  matter;  no 
efibrts  were  visible  towards  laying  down  the  track,  and  a 
number  of  persons,  supposing  I  might  have  some  influence, 
stopped  me  upon  the  street  and  asked  for  my  influence  to  get 
them  contracts  and  situations  on  the  road,  &c.  I  was  ac- 
quainted with  Mr.  Brock,  and  wrote  on  to  Philadelphia,  ask- 
ing him,  when  he  intended  to  commence  this  road,  stating 
how  I  was  annoyed  about  the  matter.  I  learned  a,fter wards 
that  he  was  out  of  the  city.  His  business-partner  telegraphed 
to  me,  as  follows: 

""Brock  is  in  Harrisburg,  he  will  be  in  Baltimore  (naming 
a  certain  day,  v/e  will  say,  Wednesday,)  on  Wednesday. 
We  are  ready,  and  intend  commencing  the  work  forthwith." 

Signed, —        John  Ely. 

By  the  Chairman— Question.  Is  tliat  tlie  v.Tn'ding  of  the 
dispatch? 
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Answer.  As  near  as  I  can  recollect  it — it  is  literally  so. 
It  is  certainly  tlie  substance  of  it.  >Some  months  afterwards 
I  heard  it  rumored  that  I  had  received  some  questionable  dis- 
patch from  Philadelphia,  about  this  matter.  I  went  with 
Mr.  Hinds  to  the  Telegrapli  office,  and  asked  about  the  dis- 
patch. I  told  them  what  I  wanted,  as  near  as  I  could,  the 
time  I  received  it,  and  as  I  had  received  but  one  telegraphic 
dispatch  from  that  party,  I  telegraphed  for  it,  and  they 
sent  it  on  to  me  verbatim  et  literatim,  and  it  came  on  to  me 
some  three  or  four  months  afterwards.  The  dispatch  came 
on,  as  having  been  dated  the  10th  of  April. 

By  Mr.  Gordon — Question.  How  long  had  you  known 
Brock  before  you  received  this  dispatch  ? 

Answer.  Some  two,  or  three,  or  four  days  before  the  four 
cent   bill  passed. 

Question.   Was  he  in  Baltimore  then? 

Answer.  Yes  sir. 

Question.    When  did  that  ordinance  pass  ? 

Answer,  On  the  28tli  of  March. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Question.  Was  there  any  mention  of 
money  made  in  that  dispatch  ? 

Answer.  No  sir,  no  possible  connection  with  money.  I 
gave  the  exact  words  of  it,  I  think,  except  perhaps  the  day 
which  I  assumed  to  be  Wednesday. 

By  Mr.  Turner — Question.  As  a  member  of  the  Council, 
either  before  or  after  the  passage  of  the  bill,  did  you  know 
whether  there  was  any  consideration  in  the  shape  of  dollars 
and  cents  paid  to  them — to  any  member  of  the  council  ? 

Answer.  No  sir,  so  help  me  Grod. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  Did  you  ever  know  of  any- 
thing made  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  never  in  any  shape,  way,  or  form. 

Question.  Was  any  such  charges  made  in  debate  in  Coun- 
cil? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  of  any  such  thing.  I  do  not 
think  it  could  have  occurred^  because,  I  think  it  would  have 
led  to  an  unpleasant  scene  which  would  have  stamped  it 
upon  my  memory. 

Adjourned  to  10  o'clock,  A.  M.,  on  Tuesday  next. 
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Annapolis,  Md., 

February  14,  1860. 

Tlie  Committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment,  at  lialf  past 
ten  o'clock^  A.  M. 

Mr.  Pratt  called  attention  to  certain  letters  published  in 
the  Baltimore  Sun  and  other  ]3apers,  which  had  been  handed 
to  the  Committee,  but  had  not  been  admitted  as  evidence, 
and  inquired  by  whom  they  had  been  communicated  to  the 
press.  It  would  a23pear  as  if  the  Committee  had  furnished 
them. 

The  Chairman  said  it  was  not  so,  and  he  assured  the  gen- 
tleman that  he  had  never  read  them  till  he  saw  them  in  the 
pa]3ers, 

[This  matter  was  subsequently  taken  up  and  considered.] 
William  F.  Browning  called  and   examined  by  Mr.  Ham- 
bleton. 

Question.  Were  you  one  of  the  grantees  in  the  City  Pas- 
senger Eailway  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  was  ;  I  became  connected  with  it  precisely  as 
was  stated  by  my  colleague  and  Mr.  Wood. 

Question.  At  whose  request  did  you  become  so  ? 

Answer.  At  Mr.  Wood's,  one  of  the  members  of  the  City 
Council. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  become  an  applicant  with  others 
to  the  City  Council  for  this  grant  with  a  view  to  continue  a 
bona  fide  grantee,  at  the  request  and  for  the  interest  of  an- 
other party  or  parties  ? 

Answer.  I  became  connected  with  it  with  a  view  of  carry- 
ing out  whatever  ordinance  might  be  passed  by  that  body. 

Question.  Who  first  approached  you  on  the  subject? 

Answer.  Mr.   Wood. 

Question.  What  transpired  between  you  and  Wood  at  that 
time  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Wood  called  at  my  office  and  asked  me  if  I 
had  any  interest  in  any  of  the  various  projects  before  the 
Council.  I  told  him  I  had  not.  He  asked  me  if  I  would  al- 
low my  name  to  be  used  as  one  of  the  corporators  in  such  a 
grant.  I  said  I  had  no  objection  provided  it  would  involve 
me  in  no  trouble  or  difficulty — 'that  I  knew  it  was  an  institu- 
tion that  was  greatly  needed  in  the  city,  and  would  be  very 
happy  to  see  such  a  thing  introduced. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  at  the  time  you  consented  to  be- 
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come  a  grantee  intend  to  do  so  witli.  h  bona  tide  purpose  of 
continuing  so  ? 

Answer.  Most  assuredly. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  receive  from  any  one  a  considera- 
tion for  the  use  of  your  name  in  the  grant? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  no  other  consideration  than  the  obliga- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  assignees  to  carry  faithfully  and  hon- 
estly into  execution  that  ordinance,  anil   to  serve  my  friends. 

Question.  What  do  you  mean  l)y  serving  your  friends  ? 

Answer.  I  mean,  allowing  my  name  to  be  used  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  the  grant  of  charter. 

•  Question.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  considered  it  simply  as 
a  personal  favor  at  the  time  ? 

Answer.  I  will  state  at  the  outset,  that  I  distinctly  under- 
stood^ not  having  the  capital  myself,  that  parties  residing  in 
Philadelphia,  whom  I  did  not  know  and  whom  I  did  not 
care  to  know — 'Were  to  furnish  the  capital  to  build  the  road 
and  carry  out  the  ordinance. 

Question.  Who  told  you  that  the  capital  would  be  furnish- 
ed? 

Answer.  Mr.  Wood. 

Question.  Did  he  mention  any  names  ? 

Answer.  None. 

Question.  Any  amount  ? 

Answer.  No  amount  ? 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  know  at  the  time  you  consented 
to  the  use.  of  your  name  that  it  was  intended  the  bill  should 
favor  parties  in  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not.  I  think  the  very  first  article  of  that 
ordinance  declares  that  we  or  our  associates  were  to  have  it. 
All  I  was  concerned  about  was  how  we  were  to  be  furnished 
with  the  money.  I  did  not  wish  to  be  placed  in  a  false  posi- 
tion before  the  public,  in  carrying  the  thing  into  operation  ? 

Question.  Did   you  ask  Mr.  Wood  whether  the    ordinance 
would  be  backed  by  sufficient  capital  ? 
Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  What  was  his  response  ? 

Answer.  He  said  there  would  be  no  difficulty  or  trouble 
aboiit  that. 

Question.  Did  he  or  not  specify  a  company  from  Philadel- 
phia? 

Answer.  I  understood  from  the  commencement  that  the 
capital  was  to  come  from  there  ;  that  was  a  fact  we  never  dis- 
guised. 
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Question.  State  whether  or  not  at  the  time  of  the  applica- 
tion there  were  any  other  persons  secretly  understood  as  par- 
ticipants in,  or  in  any  way  connected  with  it  besides  the  gen- 
tlemen named  in  the  grant? 

Answer.  I  had  no  knowledge  of  the  framing  of  the  bill — 
never  read  a  line  of  it  till  after  it  was  presented  to  us  for  ac- 
ceptance. 

Question.  Did  you  know  whether  anybody  else  was  to  join 
you  in  the  grant  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  most  positively  no. 

Question.  Then  you  considered  at  the  time  of  the  passage 
of  the  grant  that  it  was  to  the  parties  named  exclusively  ? 

Answer.  Entirely  so,  with  the  right  on  our  part  to  asso- 
ciate whom  we  pleased  to  furnish  the  means  to  carry  it  out. 

Question.  Who  suggested  that  right? 

Answer.  It  carried  with  it  its  own  suggestion,  because  we 
had  not  the  means  to  do  it,  and  must  be  associated  with  those 
who  had. 

Question.  Who  do  you  mean  by  we? 

Answer.  The  gentlemen,  more  particularly  Mr.  Travers 
and  myself.  fSome  of  the  grantees  I  did  not  see  or  know  till 
after  the  grant  was  made. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  know  at  the  time,  whether  the 
grantees  were  able  to  build  the  road  ? 

Answer.  I  knew  I  was  not  able. 

Question.  Did  you  know  any  one  by  name  who  was  able  to 
build  it,  who  would  be  associated  with  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  know  that  in  the  first  clause  of  the  bill, 
after  your  names,  these  words  were  inserted — "and  those 
who  are  now  or  may  be  associated  with  them  or  their  as- 
signs?" 

Answer,  I  did,  and  that  is  the  light  in  which  we  carried 
out  the  ordinance. 

Question.  Who  showed  you  the  bill? 

Answer.  I  think  the  first  sight  I  had  of  it  was  after  it  had 
been  lying  on  the  desk  of  members  of  the  Council  some  days. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  first  called  your  attention  to  it? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  ;  I  think  I  thought  of  it 
myself. 

Question.  Did  you  not  consult  any  one  as  to  the  meaning 
of  that  clause  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  was  satisfied  in  my  own  mind  that  it 
carried  that  power  with  it,  and  did  not  deem  it  necessar3^ 

Question.  Was  it  or  not  intended  to  take  in  other  parties  ? 

Answer.  By  all  means  ;  I  say  so  distinctly. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  understand  that  clause  as  refer- 
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to  assist  yoii  ? 

Answer.  By  all  means  ;  but  I  did  not  know  their  names. 

Question.  You  heard  the  capital  was  to  come  from  Phila- 
delphia ? 

Answer.  I  did.    « 

Question.  Did  you  contemplate  the  assignment  of  it  to 
anybody  ? 

Answer.  I  surely  knew  some  one  would  have  to  be  asso- 
ciated in  order  to  carry  it  out  ? 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Did  you  consider  the  association  an 
assignment? 

Answer.  I  did  not  say  so.     I  say  we  assigned  the  bill. 
By  Mr.  Blakistone.  Was  it  necessary  to  assign  the  bill  to 
any  other  persons  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so,  decidedly  ;  because  the  parties  wanted 
guarantees  ;  we  wanted  guarantees. 

Question.  Was  it  a  matter  of  consultation  among  the 
grantees — the  propriety  or  absolute  necessity  of  assigning  it  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  that  there  was,  any  further  than 
I  knew  we  would  have  to  make  an  assignment  or  associate 
the  parties  to  carry  it  out. 

Question.  Did  each  one  of  you  then  act  on  his  individual 
impression  or  upon  an  interchange  of  views  ? 

Answer.  I  interchanged  views  with  my  colleague,  Mr. 
Travers,  who  was  a  neighbor  of  mine,  and  with  whom  I  was 
in  daily  intercourse. 

Question.  It  was  then  determined  between  you  and  Mr. 
Travers  that  it  was  necessary  to  have  it  assigned  in  order  to 
have  it  executed  ? 

Answer.  Of  course. 

Question.  At  the  time  you  came  to  that  determination,  was 
there  any  one  named  as  assignee,  or  any  amount  named  as 
consideration  for  the  assignment  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir — I  did  not  know  any  party. 

Question.  How  long  after  the  passage  of  that  ordinance 
was  it  before  it  was  assigned  ? 

Answer.  I  think  some  three  or  four  days. 

Question.  Where  was  it  first  contemplated  to  assign  it? 

Answer.  I  cannot  recollect  precisely. 

Question.  Who  conducted  the  assignment? 

Answer.  Mr.  Travers. 

Question.  Did  you  know  before  the  assignment  was  actu- 
ally made,  that  Brock  &  Co.  were  to  get  it? 

Answer.  Ididnot;  neverheardhisnamementioned,  andnever 
saw  him  till  we  met  together  to  make  the  final  arranjrement. 


76 

Question,  Did  Mr,  Travers  tlien  conduct  the  negotiation 
for  the  five  grantees,  without  consulting  any  of  them? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  when  we  met  together,  a  difiiculty  arose 
as  to  the  assignment.  I  objected  to  making  it  at  once,  and  a 
difficulty  arose  between  me  and  those  to  whom  we  were  intro- 
duced as  capitalists. 

Question.  State  what  that  difficulty  was. 

Answer,  It  was,  that  in  the  ordinance  there  were  grave 
obligations  imposed — opening  the  books,  building  the  road 
by  Baltimore  mechanics,  and  of  Baltimore  material.  I  told 
them  that  no  consideration  would  induce  me  to  make  the  as- 
signment till  I  had  a  guaranty  that  this  provision  should  be 
carried  out.  Mr.  Travers  negotiated  that,  the  guarantees 
having  satisfied  me. 

Question.  I  understand  you  to  say,  when  you  met  the  par- 
ties, that  you  told  them  you  would  not  agree  to  the  assign- 
ment unless  a  guaranty  was  given  that  these  things  would  be 
faithfully  executed  ? 

Answer.  Most  emphatically. 

Question.  Please  state  whether  or  not  it  was  contemplated 
by  Travers  and  others  to  assign  it  without  a  guaranty. 

Answer.  I  am  speaking  for  myself.  I  do  not  believe  it 
was. 

Question.  Then  why  did  you  protest  against  its  being 
done  ? 

Answer.  Because  we  were  required  to  transfer  without  any 
other  consideration  than  furnishing  the  capital ;  but  said  I, 
.there  are  other  obligations,  and  I  must  have  guaranties  that 
they  will  carry  out  literally  and  faithfully  this  ordinance. 

Question.  If  you  had  to  insist  upon  it,  suppose  you  state 
why  it  was  so. 

Answer.  I  spoke  with  reference  to  the  assignees  ;  there  was 
no  difficulty  on  the  part  of  the  grantees  with  my  views. 

Question.  Who  was  it  that  opposed  the  guarantees  being 
given  ? 

Answer.  No  one  opposed  it,  exactly  ;  the  assignees  insisted 
that  the  transfer  should  be  made  for  the  consideration  of  the 
capital.  I  said  there  were  other  considerations,  and  we  must 
have  guarantees  that  they  also  should  be  carried  out.  They 
said  they  had  not  the  slightest  objection — that  they  intended 
to  carry  out  the  ordinance  faithfully  and  fairly  ;  that  is,  the 
assignees  said  so.  Then  said  I,  "Gentlemen,  prepare  the 
document,  and  give  us  a  sufficient  bond,  and  avq  are  ready 
and  very  happy  to  meet  you  upon  the  original  proposition  to 
receive  your  capital,  and  we  will  carry  this  thing  out  in  good 
faith."  They  prepared  the  papers  and  submitted  them,  and 
they  were   approved.     All   our   parties — the    grantees — Mr. 
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Travel's  in  particular,  on  Avliom  I  relied — said  they  were 
amply  sufficient,  and  accepted  them,  and  the  arrangement 
was  made. 

Question.  How  many  were  present  at  the  time  ? 

Answer.  All  five  of  the  grantees. 

Question.  I  understand  you  to  say,  that  at  the  time  of  the 
actual  transfer  of  the  grant,  you  had  never  been  a  party  to  it, 
never  had  anything  to  do  with  Brock  &  Co.,  and  knew  noth- 
ing about  them;  now  you  say  you  did  meet  with  the  other 
four  grantees  and  the  assignees,  and  there  a  discussion  took 
place,  and  a  dispute  as  to  a  bond  being  given? 

Answer.  I  think  you  misap^jrehend  me;  I  said  that  until 
we  met  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  arrangement  I  had 
never  seen  one  of  these  citizens. 

Question.  How  long  was  it  before  the  actual  assignment 
that  this  conversation  took  place  about  the  bond? 

Answer.  Those  gentlemen,  I  think,  returned  to  Philadel- 
phia, and,  in  the  course  of  a  few  days,  the  bond  was  presented 
and  signed. 

Question.  How  many  days? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say — some  two  or  three;  it  was  in  as 
short  time  as  could  conveniently  be  done.  They  came  back 
and  presented  the  articles  of  association  and  bond,  which  wo 
approved,  and  the  arrangement  was  made. 

Question.  You  spoke  of  a  consideration;  what  was  that  con- 
sideration at  the  time  of  the  transfer  or  assignment? 

Answer.  It  was  in  the  first  place,  the  furnishing  of  the 
capital;  next,  that  this  ordinance — all  the  provisions  of  it  as 
set  forth  in  it — should  be  faithfully,  fully  and  distinctly  car- 
ried out.  After  that  assignment  had  been  made,  I  was  jn-e- 
sented  by  the  assignees  with  $500;  but  I  wish  to  state  em- 
phatically, that  no  money  was  named,  and  we  never  con- 
sidered, either  then  or  at  any  time,  that  this  was  a  mercant- 
able  article  in  the  market,  because  we  had  time  and  again 
refused  offers  from  various  parties  in  sums  of  money,  that 
would  show,  I  think,  to  the  whole  community^  that  the  money 
handed  to  us  was  not  the  consideratian  for  which  we  made 
the  transfer. 

Question.  Please  state  what  that  $500  was  intended  for? 

Answer.  I  can  only  answer  'you  b}^  saying  that  I  received 
it  as  a  gratuity  from  those  gentlemen. 

Question.  What  gentlemen — the  assignees? 

Answer.  Brock  &  Co. 

Question.  Brock  &  Co.  paid  you  $500  without  any  con- 
sideration for  it? 
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Answer.  I  consider — -yes,  sir — I  consider  tliat  the  $500  was 
a  gratuity. 

Question.  That  they  gave  it  to  you  ? 

Answer.  It  was  a  gift  to  us.  We  had  been  subjected  to  a 
good  deal  of  trouble,  and  some  expense — a  vast  deal  of  abuse 
and  rej)roach — and,  I  suppose,  those  gentlemen  are  now 
strictly  carrying  out  your  interest  \  I  suppose  we  were  richly 
entitled  to  some  consideration. 

Question.  Then  I  underste.nd  you  to  say  you  had  never  seen 
Brock,  and  that  he  gave  you  $500  as  a  gratuity,  for  which 
you  gave  him  no  consideration  whatever  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  say  so  ;  I  said  the  consideration  was  the 
furnishing  of  capital,  and  carrying  out  the  guaranties  in  a 
bond  of  $50,000 — to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  ordi- 
nances. 

auestion.  What  relation  had  the  $500  to  the  $50,000? 

Answer.  You  can  put  what  construction  the  honorable  com- 
mittee and  counsel  see  fit  upon  it. 

Counsel.  To  my  mind,  it  is  not  susceptible  of  a  construc- 
tion without  your  assistance. 

Witness.  I  considered  it  a  gratuity  from  these  gentlemen. 
Question.  Did  the  other  grantees  get  $500  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  they  must  answer  for  themselves. 
Question.  Where  did  Brock  pay  you  that  $500  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  handed  it  to  me  some  days  after  the 
assignment  was  made — I  think  a,t  the  American  Hotel,  where 
they  were  stopping. 

Question.  Was  it  in  money,  or  a  check  ? 

Answer.  It  was  in  money  and  a  check,  I  think  ;  I  think 
there  was  a  check. 

Question.  What  transpired  at  the  time  he  gave  it — what 
did  he  say  ? 

Answer.  He  did  not  say  a  word  ;  I  was  passing  out  of  the 
door  and  he  handed  me  an  envelope,  and  I  found  that  much 
money  in  it. 

Question.  Was  there  anything  in  the  note  except  money  ?  ' 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  He  handed  it  to  you,  and  there  the  matter  end- 
ed? 

Answer.  There  the  matter  ended. 

Question.  Did  you  expect  $500  from  him  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Had  you  any  right  to  claim  it? 
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Answer.  No  right ;  tlic  transfer  would  have  been  made 
without  a  dollar. 

Question.  "Was  he  under  any  obligation  whatever  to  give  it 
to  you  ? 

Answer.  No  further  than  the  obligation  he  might  have  felt 
for  this  trouble  and  difficulty,  particularly  after  we  had  re- 
fused very  large  and  tem23ting  offers  to  make  the  transfer. 

Question.  You  speak  of  abuse  ;  state  whether  or  not  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  abuse,  until  it  was  known  that  there  was 
a  transfer  made  to  the  Philadelphia  parties  ? 

Answer.  During  the  whole  progress  there  was  vituperation 
and  abuse,  familiar  to  everybody  in  Baltimore — before  and 
after  the  grant. 

Question.  State  what  consideration,  if  any,  was  fixed  upon 
between  you  and  Brock  &  Co.  for  the  assignment  of  that 
grant — what  they  were  to  pay  you  as  grantees  ? 

Answer.  They  Avere  not  to  pay  a  cent— no  contract — no  ar- 
rangement. 

Question.  State  whether  you  were  put  to  any  expense  and 
trouble  under  that  grant  ? 

Answer.  Not  one  dollar.  By  way  of  explanation  let  me 
say  that  I  was  referred  to  in  the  testimony  as  being  seen  in 
the  City  Council.  I  beg  to  say,  that  on  one  occasion  I  hap- 
pened in  the  council  rather  accidentally,  having  some  other 
business  there,  during  the  progress  of  this  bill,  and  I  was 
present  about  half  an  hour  during  the  discussion.  With  that 
exception,  I  was  never  there  during  the  progress  of  that  bill, 
and  though  I  was  intimately  acquainted  with  nearly  nine- 
tenths  of  the  members,  I  never  spoke  to  one  of  them  a  word 
on  the  subject. 

By  Mr.  Alexander.  It  cost  you  not  one  cent? 

Answer.  Not  one  cent.  I  responded  to  some  squibs,  and 
wc  paid  for  them  out  of  our  own  pocket. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — State  what  induced  you,  after  having 
expended  a  little  money  and  being  put  to  some  trouble,  to  as- 
sign to  a  set  of  strangers  in  Philadelphia,  of  whom  you  knew 
nothing,  this  entire  grant  for  no  consideration  whatever  ? 

Answer.  We  did  it  because  we  had  given  our  words  that 
that  ordinance  should  be  carried  out,  with  the  hand  and 
pledge  of  the  city  of  Baltimore — a  high  obligation  ;  for  which 
we  had  given  a  bond  of  $100,000,  to  carry  out  that  ordinance 
— and  it  was  a  great  consideration  to  be  furnished  with  capi- 
tal to  carry  it  out. 

Question.  State  whether  or  not,  you  do  not  consider,  if  you 
had  put  it  up  to  bid,  or  proposed  to  the  citizens  of  Baltimore, 
they  could  have  furnished  the  capital  or  not  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  doubt,  if  we  had  been  furnished  with  a 
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charter  by  this  Legislature,  and  gone  before  the  public,  we 
could  have  raised  money  to  build  the  road.  I  had  asked  some 
persons  whether  it  was  likely  we  could  raise  money,  and  it 
appears  we  were  contented  with  being  enabled  to  do  this 
thing.  It  was  a  perfect  God-send  to  us  to  be  furnished  with 
the  capital,  and  I  doubt  v/hether  we  could  have  raised  $100,- 
000  to  build  the  road . 

Question.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  the  four  other 
grantees  went  before  the  City  Council,  drafted  and  introduced 
the  bill,  and  understood  to  get  it  passed,  knowing  that  you 
had  no  capital  of  your  own,  simply  for  the  purj30se  of  giving 
it  away  to  a  foreign  corporation  to  be  built  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  did  not  say  so.  I  said  we  were  as- 
sured when  we  permitted  our  names  to  go  into  that  ordinance 
that  we  could  associate  Philadelphia  capital  amply  sufficient 
to  build  that  road. 

Question.  You  say  there  was  a  bond  required  of  the  as- 
signees ;  was  it  drawn  and  executed  ? 

Answer.  It  was. 

Question.  Where  was  it  deposited? 

Answer.  It  was  handed  by  my  colleague,  Mr.  Travers,  to 
Mr.  Sewall  for  safe  keeping  and  deposited,  as  I  understood,  in 
the  Commercial  and  Farmers'  Bank. 

Q,uestion.  Did  you  see  the  Bond? 

Answer.  I  saw  it  on  the  table ;  I  did  not  read  it,  because 
my  friend  Travers  was  present  and  I  had  confidence  in  him 
and  presumed  it  was  all  right. 

Question.  At  the  time  of  that  assignment,  or  thereafter, 
was  it  ever  understood  or  expected  by  you  that  you  would 
reap  any  benefit  either  directly  or  indirectly  from  that  as- 
signment or  the  passage  of  that  ordinance  ? 

Answer.  No^  sir,  never  was. 

Question.  You  considered  you  were  paid  when  you  got  the 
$500  from  Brock  ? 

Answer.  I  considered  I  was  paid  when  he  gave  the  guar- 
anty. 

Question.  Did  the  grantees  ever  proceed  in  the  City  of  Bal" 
timore  to  ojDen  books  of  subscription  ? 

Answer.  They  did ;  we  insisted  upon  it  within  the  pre- 
scribed time.  I  called  on  the  assignees  and  insisted  that  the 
ordinance  should  be  carried  out.  The  gentlemen  refused  to 
do  so.  In  the  meantime  Mayor  Swann  had  addressed  us  some 
communication  calling  our  attention  to  the  ordinance — that 
section  of  it — i'earing  that  it  would  not  be  carried  out.  We 
assured  him  that  it  would  be,  and  we  told  the  assignees  that 
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we  were  determined  to  carry  that  ordinance  into  effect,  and 
in  pursuance  of  the  very  language  of  the  ordinance  we  gave 
notice  and  opened  the  books,  and  kept  them  open  five  days. 

Question.  On  Avhat  authority  did  you,  after  having  made 
a  full  assignment  of  tlie  grant,  proceed  to  open  the  books  ? 

Answer.  We  did  not  consider  we  had  made  an  assignment 
of  the  grant — merely  of  the  monetary  principle  of  the  grant — 
and  that  we  were  bound  to  carry  that  ordinance  out  ;  and  the 
association  of  those  gentlemen  wc  regarded  as  part  and  parcel 
of  ourselves  ;  they  having  refused  to  do  it  we  insisted  on  doing 
it,  there  is  where  we  were,  at  issue  with  the  assignees,  and  the 
amicable  relations  were  disturbed. 

Question.  State  whether  or  not  you  considered  that  refusal 
on  the  part  of  the  assignees  made  in  good  or  bad  faith  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  made  in  bad  faith  to  us,  and  in- 
volved us  in  a  great  deal  of  difficulty.  We  were  expected  to 
carry  out  this  ordinance  throughout,  and  it  was  a  source  of 
great  annoyance  to  us.  However,  we  felt  our  line  of  duty  to 
be  clear,  to  carry  out  the  letter  of  that  ordinance  and  so  ad- 
vertised, in  the  very  language  of  the  ordinance,  and  so  car- 
ried it  out,  and  we  were  desirous  that  all  the  benefit  that 
might  be  derived  from  it  should  inure  to  the  parties  who  might 
subscribe. 

Question.  I  understood  you  to  say  just  now  that  you  con- 
sidered in  that  assignment  that  you  only  assigned  the  mone- 
tary interest  ? 

Answer.  What  I  meant  by  that  was,  that  whatever  profits 
might  arise  it  belonged  to  them,  we  claimed  none  of  it. 

Question.  What  other  interest  did  vou  consider  existed  in 
it  ? 

Answer.  I  considered  that  the  execution  of  the  ordinance 
involved  great  interest  to  us,  and  we  were  responsible  to  the 
community  and  the  law  for  the  faithful  execution  of  it. 

Question.  Do  I  understand  that  you  reserved  to  yourselves 
the  responsibility  of  the  faithful  execution  of  it,  giving  the 
monetary  benefit  to  parties  from  Philadelphia,  without  any 
consideration  at  all  ? 

Answer.  I  thought  I  had  answered  ;  I  simply  say  what- 
ever profits  might  inure  from  the  working  of  this  road  were  to 
go  to  the  assignees  ;  we  claimed  none  of  it. 

Question.  You  drew  a  distinction  between  the  monetary 
rights  in  the  grant  and  the  obligations  of  good  faith  between 
you  and  the  community  ? 

Answer.  I  think  rather  the  counsel  makes  the  distinction. 

Question.  You  said  there  was  a  difference  ;  what  is  it? 
11 


'  Answer.  I  only  wished  to  be  understood  thus  :  that  we  had 
no  interest  in  the  ordinance  further  than  to  carry  it  out  faith- 
fully into  execution,  after  we  had  assigned. 

Question.  If  you  had  in  truth  and  fact  assigned  the  ordi- 
nance, on  what  ground  did  you  stand  to  carry  it  into  execu- 
tion? 

Answer.  Because  we  had  given  bonds  in  $100,000  so  to 
do. 

Question.  But  if  you  had  actually  assigned  it  where  was 
your  right  to  interfere  with  Brock  &  Co.? 

Answer.  We  never  assigned  that  part  of  the  bond,  and 
never  intended  to  do  so. 

Question.  Then  I  understand  you  were  in  this  position  : 
You  assigned  the  monetary  part  and  not  the  obligation  that 
rested  upon  you  as  between  you  and  the  community  to  carry  out 
the  ordinane  in  good  faith  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  in  other  words,  gentlemen,  we  consider- 
ed this  a  valid  transfer  provided  the  ordinance  was  valid. 

Question.  Had  you  or  not  any  connection  with  Brock  & 
Co.  at  this  time? 

Answer,  Not  the  slightest. 

Question.  Have  all  the  provisions  of  that  ordinance  been 
faithfully  carried  out  by  the  assignees  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  it  is  an  acceptable  work  so  far.  as  it  has 
met  fully  the  expectations  of  the  public. 
By  Mr.  Alexander — And  of  yourselves  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman — Is  not  that  rather  dictating? 

Mr.  Alexander — I  think  it  is,  but  the  counsel  interrupted 
the  witness  after  getting  half  the  answer. 

Witness — So  far  as  I  know  the  assignees  have  built,  I  be- 
lieve, the  best  constructed  road,  and  appointed  it  better  than 
any  now  in  the  United  States. 

Question.  Did  you  say  just  now  that  they  had  carried  it 
out  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  grantees  ? 

Answer.  The  building  of  the  road? — yes,  sir. 

Question.  The  provisions  of  the  ordinance? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  say  and  have  always  said  that  we  made 
this  transfer  in  good  faith,  and  that  in  return  good  faith  should 
have  been  exercised  by  the  assignees  in  carrying  out  the  ordi- 
nance. They  alleged  to  us  that  it  Avas  illegal  ;  but  whether 
it  was  or  not,  it  was  the  letter  of  the  ordinance  that  we  de- 
sired to  carry  oat ;  and  I  think  if  it  had  been  we  would  have 
been  relieved  from  the  pleasure  of  appearing  before  this  hon- 
orable committee  and  these  counsels. 
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Question.  Who  told  you  they  considered  the  provisions  of 
the  ordinance  were  illegal  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  exactly  say  ;  I  think  Mr.  Travers  told  me 
that  was  the  ground  upon  which  they  opened  the  books. 

Question.  Was  there  anything  said  about  the  legality  or 
illegality  of  that  provision  of  the  ordinance  at  the  time  of  the 
assignment  ? 

Answer.  Not  a  word. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  done  or  attempted  to  do  anything 
to  enforce  the  bond  they  gave  you  to  carry  out  faithfully  that 
ordinance  ? 

Answer.  We  have  not. 

Question.  Why? 

Answer.  One  reason  was,  the  bond  was  not  in  our  jjosses- 
sion. 

Question.  Where  was  it? 

Answer.  It  was  deposited  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Sewall. 

Question.  Could  it  not  be  got  at  if  you  wanted  it? 

Answer.  I  presume  it  might  by  a  process  of  law. 

Question.  It  is  held  on  to  then  so  that  it  requires  a  process 
of  law  to  get  it  ? 

Answer.  He  had  better  answer  that  questien  for  himself; 
we  have  made  requisition  for  it  and  it  has  not  been  forth- 
coming. 

Question.  For  what  purpose  did  you  make  it  ? 

Answer.  We  wished  particularly  to  show  the  Mayor  that 
we  had  taken  bonds  to  carry  it  out. 

Question.  Then  Mr.  Sewall  has  all  this  time  refused  to 
produce  it  ? 

Answer.  He  has  failed  ;  he  has  promised  all  the  time  to  do 
so — never  positively  refused. 

Question.  Are  you  still  urging  ? 

Answer.  We  have  not,  because  the  matter  has  been  fully 
explained  to  the  Mayor,  who  fully  understands  our  position 
with  regard  to  it. 

Question.  Please  state  your  position  as  defined  to  the 
Mayor. 

Answer.  It  is  stated  in  our  correspondence  with  the  Mayor. 

[Witness  here  read  two  letters,  addressed  to  the  Mayor,  as 
follows  : 

Baltimore,  Juno  Sd^  1859. 

Honorable  Thomas  Siuann,  Mayor,  i^c. 

Deak  Sir  : — We  have  received  your  communications  of  the 
1st  and  3d  inst.,  and  in  reply,  beg  leave  to  say  that  it  is  our 
intention,  fully  to  comply  with   the  provisions  of  the  ordi- 
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nance  pagsed  by  the  City  Council,  and  approved  by  your 
Honor,  in  relation  to  the  construction  of  a  City  Passenger 
Railway. 

It  has  been  our  effort  so  far,  as  it  shall  be  for  the  future,  to 
comply  with  all  requisitions  of  the  contract  we  have  made 
with  the  city. 

In  pursuance  of  the  2d  section  of  the  ordinance,  we  sent 
the  enclosed  communication  to  the  City  Commissioner,  to 
which  we  had  hoped  before  this  to  have  received  a  written 
response,  as  we  had  learned  from  the  Commissioner  himself, 
verbally,  that  so  far  no  objection  had  been  taken  on  his  part 
to  the  proceedings  of  the  company. 

In  regard  to  one  of  the  sections  of  the  ordinance  there  is 
some  difficulty,  as  to  the  manner  only  in  which  its  terms  are 
to  be  met.  This  settled,  (which  we  have  no  doubt  will  be 
done  during  to-morrow,)  we  think  that  there  can  occur  no 
.  trouble  to  give  alarm  either  to  the  Mayor  and  City  Council 
who  have  granted,  nor  to  the  community,  who  are  to  receive 
the  benefits  of  the  City  Passenger  Eailway. 

We  only  ask  the  indulgence  and  protection  which  we  are 
sure  your  honor  is  willing  to  extend  to  us,  to  fulfil  to  the 
utmost  extent  all  the  obligations  we  have  incurred  in  regard 
to  this  important  public  improvement. 

Very  respecfully, 

Your  obedient  servants, 
(Signed) 

WM.  H.  TRAVERS, 

WM.  S.  BROWNING, 
ROBERT  CATHCART, 
WM.  DeGOEY, 
J.  B.  SUMWALT. 

Baltimore,  June  8t]i,  1859. 
Hon.  Thomas  Sn'ann,  Mayor,  &c. 

Dear  Sir  : — In  our  intervicAv  with  you  on  the  6th  in«t.,  we 
frankly  and  unreservedly  stated  our  position  and  intentions 
in  regard  to  the  City  Passenger  Railway.  At  your  request 
we  embody  in  this  communication  the  substance,  as  far  as  re- 
collected, of  the  conversation  we  had  with  you  on  that  occa- 
sion. We  then  informed  you  of  our  desire  to  carry  out  to  the 
fullest  extent,  all  of  the  provisions  of  the  ordinance  granting 
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us  the  power  to  construct  a  City  Passenger  Eailway  ;  and  in- 
vited your  co-operation  in  doing  so,  which  was  promptly  and 
instantly  promised.  We  also  expressed  the  belief,  that  so 
far,  we  had  complied  with  all  the  requirements  of  the  con- 
tract we  had  made  the  city,  supposing,  as  we  did,  that  the 
notice  (a  copy  of  which  we  have  sent  you)  from  the  Engineer 
we  had  selected  to  superintend  the  work,  was  all  that  could 
he  asked  of  us  under  the  2nd  section  of  the  ordinance.  We 
further  said,  Avhat  your  Honor  informed  us  had  been  known 
to  you  from  the  beginning,  that  in  order  to  successfully  com- 
ply with  the  ordinance  which  imposed  upon  us  the  necessity — 
first,  to  purchase  the  property  of  the  omnibus  proprietors, 
(and  which  had  been  done  by  an  amicable  arrangement,  and 
without  resort  to  the  airbitration  provided  for  in  the  od  sec- 
tion,) and  second,  to  begin  the  road  within  sixty  days  from 
the  passage  of  the  ordinance,  we  accepted  the  aid  of  capitalists 
from  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  upon  the  consideration  that  the 
control  and  management  of  the  enterprise,  so  far  as  they  were 
concerned,  should  be  confided,  until  the  completion  of  the 
road,  to  the  parties  named  in  the  ordinance,  and  that  during 
its  continuance  in  the  hands  of  the  company,  or  until  the  city 
should  purchase  the  interests  of  the  company,  under  the  di- 
rection and  management  of  citizens  of  Baltimore  exclusively. 
For  this  purpose  a  good  and  sufficient  bond  was  taken  from 
the  parties  thus  admitted.  This  was  taken  in  connection 
with,  and  modification  of,  an  instrument  signed  by  the  origi- 
nal grantees,  and  which  is  of  record  in  the  Superior  Court  of 
Baltimore  City.  We  also  expressed  our  intention  under  the 
7th  section  of  the  ordinance,  within  the  time  allowed  us  to 
''cause  a  book  to  be  opened  in  the  city  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
ceiving subscriptions  to  the  capital  stock  of  said  City 
Railways,"  leaving  of  course  the  Legislature  (since  the 
city  can  confer  no  coporate  powers,)  to  determine  the  privileges 
of  the  company  thus  formed,  and  fix  the  amount  of  its  capital 
stock. 

It  could  not  but  be  expected  that  with  the  rivalries  that 
occurred  between  the  different  parties  applicants  for  the  right 
to  construct  this  railroad,  and  with  the  exaggerated  estimates 
made  of  its  value,  many  false  rumors  should  prevail  as  to  the 
motives  and  conduct  of  those  who  had  it  in  charge.  Promi- 
nent among  these  was  the  allegation  that  we  had  parted  with 
our  entire  interest  in  the  grant  for  a  large  consideration, 
named  in  one  case  as  the  sum  of  one  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars. This,  the  greatest  and  most  malicious  of  the  accusa- 
tions against  us,  we  beg  leave  to  say  is  wholly  and  entirely 
untrue. 

While  Ave  do  not  deny  that  it  was  our  intention  (as  we  pre- 
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sume  it  was  that  of  all  the  parties  before  the  Council)  to  rea- 
lize the  benefits  bestowed  by  the  ordinance,  it  was  our  design 
then,  as  it  is  now,  to  do  so  only  by  a  firm  fulfilment  of  all  the 
requisitions  of  the  contract,  to  their  utmost  extent.  We  must 
claim  the  privilege  of  saying  in  this  connection  also,  that  we 
are  governed  in  our  action  greatly  by  the  consideration  that 
the  expenditure  of  several  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars 
in  our  midst,  must  inure  to  the  advantage  of  large  numbers 
of  our  fellow-citizens  to  whom  employment  would  be  given 
both  in  the  construction  of  the  work,  and  the  furnishing  of 
the  necessary  materials.  This  we  believe  was  the  purport  of 
the  somewhat  lengthy  interview  we  had  with  your  Honor 
upon  the  subject  of  the  contract  which  the  Mayor  and  City 
Council  had  given  us  to  construct  a  City  Passenger  Kailway. 

Very  respectfully, 

Your  obedient  servants, 

(Signed)  WM.  H.  TRAVERS, 

WM.  S.  BROWNING, 
ROBERT  CATHCART, 
WM.  DeGOEY, 
J.  B.  SUMWALT. 

Question.  Was  there  a  consideration  named  in  the  assign- 
ment ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  answer. 

Question.  Do  you  or  not  know  that  |100,000  was  named 
as  the  consideration  of  the  assignment  from  you  to  Brock  & 
Co.? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know;  I  referred  to  Mr.  Travers,  having 
the  utmost  confidence,  not  only  in  his  legal  ability,  but  in- 
tegrity and  honor.     I  submitted  the  whole  matter  to  him. 

Question.  I  notice  you  stated  in  your  letter,  that  you  stood 
before  the  City  Council  like  every  other  applicant,  with  a  view 
to  reap  the  benefits  ;  is  not  that  the  nature  of  your  communi- 
cation ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Please  to  answer  then,  why  you  assigned  it  with- 
out consideration  ? 

Answer.  I  considered  it  a  great  benefit  to  have  my  name 
associated  with  it  ;  I  felt  a  spirit  of  ambition  and  took  great 
pleasure  in  it. 

Question.  And  you  presumed  all  the  rest  Avere  actuated  by 
the  spirit  of  patriotism  ? 

Answer.  Not  exactly;  but  I  felt  a  spirit  of  pride  in, it. 


Question.  Was  it  simply  that? 
Answer.  That  was  it. 

Question.  And  you  presumed  that  all  the  other  applicants 
had  in  view  simply  the  good  of  the  city  ? 

Answer.  I  speak  only  for  myself. 

Question.  You  say,  "While  we  do  not  deny  that  it  was  our 
intention  (as  we  presume  it  was  that  of  all  parties  before  the 
council)  to  realize  the  benefits  bestowed  by  the  ordinance,  it 
was  our  design  then,  as  it  is  now,  to  do  so  only  by  a  firm  ful- 
filment of  all  the  requisitions  of  the  contract,  to  their  utmost 
extent."  I  simply  wish  to  know  what  you  mean  by  the  word 
"benefits?" 

Answer.  I  mean  the  benefit  of  carrying  out  a  good  thing 
for  the  city  and  all  parties  intrusted — if  there  was  any  benefit 
to  inure. 

Question.  You  presumed  that  was  the  consideration  that 
controlled  all  the  other  applicants  before  the  council  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  the  other  gentlemen's  motives 
were. 

Examined  by  Mr.  Alexander — Question.  Did  I  understand 
you  to  say  the  assignees  had  failed  to  carr}^  out  any  part  of 
the  engagament  Avith  you  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  In  what  particular  had  they  failed? 

Answer.  They  failed  in  what  we  regarded  as  the  binding 
obligation  on  us. 

Question.  In  every  other  particular  they  carried  it  out? 
Answer.  I  think  so,  fully  and  faithfully. 

Question.  You  consider  the  road  well  constructed  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is  the  best  constructed  city  passenger 
railway  I  have  ever  seen. 

Question.  Is  it  well  directed  and  managed? 

Answer.  It  is  managed,  I  think,  with  a  great  deal  of  care, 
with  regard  to  the  public  interest  and  wants. 

Question.  They  failed  in  not  opening  the  books  ;  did  they 
assign  to  you  any  reason  ivhy  the}'-  did  not  open  them  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  conversation  ;  my  colleague,  Travers, 
said  that  they  refused  to  do  it,  because  their  counsel  advised 
them  that  it  could  not  be  legally  carried  out.  We  insisted, 
on  the  other  hand,  whether  it  was  legal  or  not,  that  was  the 
ordinance. 

Question.  Notwithstanding  the  assignment  you  thought  it 
your  duty  to  open  the  books  ? 

Answer.  Imperatively  so,  and  so  we  did  it. 
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Question.  I  understand  you  to  say  you  had  abandoned  all 
pecuniary  interest  by  the  assignment  itself? 
Answer.  Most  distinctly. 

By  Mr.  Pratt — Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  money  be- 
ing paid  to  any  member  of  the  City  Council  for  this  grant  ? 

Answer.  Not  a  cent ;  I  don't  believe  they  got  any. 

Question.  Certainly  none  was  received  by  yourself  ? 

Answer.   Certainly  none  by  myself. 

Question.   Or  with  your  privity  or  knowledge  ? 

Answer.   Or  with  my  privity  or  knowledge. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton.  I  understood  you  to  say  you  had  no 
connection  with  the  City  Council  ? 

Answer.  ISTot  the  slightest ;  I  only  came  up  to  find  the 
fearful  responsibility  imposed  by  the  ordinance. 

James  M.  McPhail,  called  and  examined  by  Mr.  Ham- 
bleton. 

Question.  Was  your  brother  President  of  the  Second 
Branch  of  the  City  Council,  at  the  time  of  the'passage  of  the 
City  Passenger  Kailway  Bill  ? 

Answer.  He  was. 

Question.  State  whether  or  not  any  proposition  was  ever 
made  to  you  for  the  use  of  your  name,  as  one  of  the  grantees 
of  the  bill,  now  known  as  the  Travers  bill  ? 

Answer.  There  was. 

Question.   By  whom? 

Answer.  By  Mr.  Ignatius  Barton. 

Question.  State  the  conversation  that  transpiried. 

Objected  to,  unless  it  was  shown  that  Mr.  Brock  was  con- 
nected with  it. 

The  Chairman  ruled  that  Mr.  Barton's  complicity  must 
first  be  shown. 

Ignatius  D.  Barton,  called  and  examined  by  Mr.  Ham- 
bleton. 

Question.  Please  state  whether  you  were  a  reporter  for  a 
daily  journal  during  the  pending  of  the  Travers  bill. 

Answer.  I  was;  for  the  Baltimore  Clipper. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not,  at  any  time,  approach  Lam- 
bert A.  Whiteley,  the  editor,  for  the  purpose  of  offering  him 
certain  projjositions  to  obtain  the  influence  of  that  iournal  for 
that  bill. 

Objected  to. 


By  Mr.  Pratt.    Did  Mr.  Brock  ever  authorise  you? 

Answer,  He  never  authorised  me  to  call  upon  him  or  any 
one  else  ;  I  did  it  on  my  own  responsibility. 

By  Mr.  Pratt.  Then  his  editorials  were? 

Answer.  It  was  a  newspaper  influence  ;  the  influence  of 
other  papers  would  he  directed  in  another  channel,  and  hence 
I  took  the  course  I  did. 

Question.  Had  yon  any  interest  whatever  in  making  the 
proposition  ? 

Objected  to — question  discussed. 

By  the  Chairman.  Did  you  offer  to  the  editors  of  the 
Clipper  or  promise  them  any  sum  of  money  for  their  influence 
in  the  passage  of  the  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.   Upon  what  ground?     Had  you  any  authority? 
Answer.  Because  we  were  projecting  a  bill  and  thought 
that  through  this  bill — 

By  Mr.  Pratt.  Was  it  this  bill  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  this  bill  had  not  been  named. 

By  the  Chairman.  What  amount  did  vou  offer? 

Answer.  I  offered  him  S2,000. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  offei-  Mr.  Bull  ? 

Answer.  Two  thousand. 

Question.  AndTuttle? 

Answer.  The  same. 

Question.  Are  these  three  gentlemen  editors  and  publishers 
of  the  Clipper  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  offered  the  editors  and  publishers  $6,000? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  By  what  authority  and  for  whom  did  you  make 
that  offer,  and  for  what? 

Objected  to — question  discussed. 

Mr.  Pratt.  This  question  you  have  a  right  to  jDut — were 
you  or  not  authorised  by  the  grantees,  by  the  assignees,  or 
by  any  member  of  the  City  Council,  to  offer  this  money? 

The  Chairman — That  is  the  question. 

Witness.  No,  sir,  I  was  not.  There  was  a  great  deal 
said  at  the  time  about  railroads,  and  a  great  many  of  the  citi- 
zens were  getting  up  projects  simply  for  the  purpose  of  specu- 
lation. I  had  a  conversation  with  some  Baltimore  men,  and 
was  led  to  believe  there  was  a  speculation  in  it.  I  afterwards 
had  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Gardiner,  who  told  me  he  had  a 
bill  getting  up,  and  as  a  friend  of  his,  I  entered  in  with  him, 
in  order  to  help  his  bill.  This  was  before  the  names  of  the 
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grantees  were  put  in,  or  the  Hll  framed.  I  then  offered  Mr. 
Whiteley,  Mr.  Bull;,  and  Mr.  Tuttle  these  sums  of  money, 
and  told  Gardiner  I  had  done  it,  and  he  said  it  should  not  be 
done — that  he  would  not  give  it  to  them  ;  and  he  afterwards 
met  Whiteley,  and  denied  having  anything  to  do  with  it. 

By  Mr.  Hamhleton — Before  you  made  the  proposition  to 
Whiteley,  had  you  any  conversation  with  Gardiner  in  relation 
to  the  proposition  ? 

Answer.  I  had.  He  said  the  bill  might  prove  of  interest 
to  us  if  we  got  it  through. 

Question.  To  whom  ? 

Answer.  Might  be  to  me  ;  he  did  not  know  ;  but  I  entered 
in  with  him  ;  I  thought  it  would  be  proper  to  give  Bull  & 
Tuttle  an  offer,  and  did  so  ;  Whiteley  refused  it  because  he 
had  $80,000  in  another  bill. 

By  the  Committee — Did  Gardiner  tell  you  he  expected  to 
be  remunerated  for  his  interest  in  the  bill  ? 

A.nswer.  No,  sir.  I  had  no  idea,  except  I  thought  it  would 
prove  an  interest  to  us  to  get  the  bill  through. 

By  Mr.  Hambleten — By  what  authority  did  you  fix  this 
sum'of  $2,000  apeice? 

Objected  to. 

Question.  You  state  you  had  a  conversation  with  Gardiner 
before  you  made  that  oifer  to  Whiteley  ;  state  what  that  con- 
versation was. 

Answer.  Gardner  told  me  he  was  getting  up  a  bill.  I  told 
him  I  had  had  a  conversation  with  William  Alexander  the 
morning  previous,  and  told  him  that  there  was  nothing  very 
definitely  determined  upon.  I  promised  to  see  him  again, 
and  concluded,  inasmuch  as  he  was  disposed  to  get  up  a  bill, 
I  would  go  in  with  him,  and  I  thought  myself  prej)ared  to 
enter  into  any  lobbying  that  might  be  done. 

Question.  Then  1  understand  from  you  that  from  the  con- 
versation you  had  with  Gardiner,  you  concluded  to  enter  into 
the  lobbying. 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  then  on  the  authority  of  Gardiner  make 
the  proposition  to  Whiteley? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  on  my  own  authority  ;  and  afterwards 
mentioned  to  Gardiner  that  I  had  done  it.  He  said  I  should 
not  have  done  it,  and  went  to  Whiteley  afterwards  and  de- 
nied it. 

Question.  Did  you  lobby  for  the  bill  ? 

AnsAver.  I  did  a  little. 

Question.   Just  explain  how  you  did  it. 
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Answer.  I  will  say  that  I  offered  no  money.  I  used  my 
influence,  and  went  so  far  as  to  tell  some  of  the  members  that 
if  this  was  a  matter  consistent  for  them  to  do,  I  would,  in  re- 
turn, if  I  could,  do  anything  for  any  measure  they  might 
wish  to  be  got  through  b}''  their  friends.  I  had  some  ac- 
quaintance with  nearly  all  the  members,  and  of  course  used 
my  efforts  as  far  as  I  could,  and  I  believe  with  as  much  hon- 
esty as  most  bills  are  got  througli  with . 

By  a  member  of  the  Committee — Did  you  treat  any? 

Answer.  I  expect  I  did  ;  I  don't  know  that  1  spent  a  great 
deal. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — If  you  will  befriend  me,  I  will  do 
what  I  can  for  you — was  that  the  bargain — so  understood  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  told  them  this  was  a  tiieasure  in  which 
I  felt  some  interest,  and  if  they  could  consistently  do  any 
thing  for  it,  I  would  in  return  do  anything  they  might  think 
it  in  my  power  to  do  for  any  of  their  friends. 

Question.  State  how  you  felt  an  interest  in  it. 

Answer.  Because  if  it  passed,  I  thought  it  might  prove  a 
benefit. 

Question.  State  what  prospective  benefits. 

Answer.  No  further  than  what  I  have  stated  in  the  con- 
versation with  G-ardiner,  in  which  he  thought  it  would  prove 
of  interest. 

Question.  Has  it  proved  of  interest  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Do  you  not  hold  an  office  ? 

Answer.   I  am  at  present  receiver  for  the  railroad. 

Question.  Was  the  amount  of  your  lobbying  to  wait  upon 
the  gentlemen  and  say,  if  you  will  attend  to  this,  T  will  do 
anything  for  j^ou  ? 

Answer.  That  was  all.  1  was  never  asked  by  any  member 
of  the  Council  for  money.  I  asked  Mr.  McPhail  to  loud  his 
name  to  the  bill.  I  told  him  it  might  prove  an  interest  to 
him  ;  perhaps  I  mentioned  an  amount  of  money. 

Question.  You  mentioned  an  amount  of  money? 

Answer.  I  think  I  only  said  it  might  yield  him  so  much. 
That  was  before  the  names  were  entered  in  the  bill. 

Question.  To  what  member  of  the  Council  did  you  remark 
''  If  you  will  do  this  for  me,  I  will  return  the  favor  "  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  recollect ;  I  suppose  I  had  a  conversation 
with  most  of  them — a  great  many  of  them,  any  how.  It  was 
a  general  thing,  not  only  with  this,  but  with  other  bills  be- 
fore the  Council.  The  lobbying  got  so  that  1  was  afraid 
some  of  the  friends  of  the  different  bills  getting  into  squab- 
bles. 


Question.  State  whether  or  not  you  made  propositions  to 
anybody  else  than  Whiteley  and  McPhail  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  making  any  other  moneyed 
proposition  to  anybody.  ' 

Question.  State  whether  or  not,  in  your  opinion,  if  Mr. 
Whiteley  had  been  so  corrupt  as  to  accept  your  proposition, 
and  Mr.  McPhail— 

Objected  to. 

Question.  State  whether  or  not,  if  these  parties  had  accept- 
ed the  offer,  they  would  have  been  paid  ? 

Objected  to. 

Question.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  any  other  mem- 
bers of  the  City  Council  in  rela,tion  to  this  matter,  than  Mr. 
McPhail  ? 

Answer.  I  had  conversations  with  many  members. 

Question.  Had  you  with  Mr.  Sewall  ? 
Answer.  I  had  ;  he  was  a  friend  of  the  bill. 
Question.  What  was  that  conversation? 

Answer.  Mr.  Sewali  told  me  he  believed  the  bill  to  be  the 
best  one  ;  that  the  friends  of  it  were  friends  of  his,  and  that 
he  had  no  further  interest  in  it  than  to  advance  it  because  of 
its  being  a  good  one,  and  to  help  his  friends. 

Question.  What  brought  that  matter  out ;  did  you  pro- 
pound any  such  question  to  him  ? 

Answer.  That  has  been  his  general  conversation  to  me  in 
regard  to  the  bill. 

Question.  Did  he  voluntarily  state  to  you  that  he  was  not 
interested  in  the  matter? 

Answer.  He  told  me  he  would  have  no  return.  He  is  a 
man  of  sufficient  wealth  to  do  without  anything  of  that  kind. 
He  said  if  he  did  not  believe  it  to  be  the  best  bill,  he  would 
vote  against  it. 

Question.  Where  did  the  conversation  with'  Gardiner  take 
place  ? 

Answer.  In  his  office,  I  believe. 

Question.  Was  any  one  else  present  ;  if  ho,  who? 

Answer.  There  were  several  present. 

Question.  When  you  made  the  proposition  of  $2,000  to 
Messrs.  Bull,  Tuttle,  and  Whiteley,  did  you  then  know 
where  the  money  was  to  come  from  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not.  Whiteley  told  me  afterwards  that  he 
knew  where  it  was  to  come  from.  I  told  liim  he  might  know 
more  of  it  than  I. 

Question.  You  didn't  know,  then,  where  the  money  was 
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to  come  from,  but  you  felt  authorised  to  make  the  proposi- 
tion ? 

Answer.  I  did  make  it. 

By  Mr.  Alexander.  Did  you  feel  authorised? 

Answer.  No  sir,  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Alexander.  Restated  three  times  that  he  made  it  on  his 
own  responsibility. 

Witness.  I  thought  I  could  get  itthrough  Gardiner,  but  he  af- 
terwards told  me  he  had  not  authorised  me  to  do  it. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton.  You  thought  you  could  get  this  %i5,- 
000  from  Gardiner  ;  why  did  you  presume  so  ? 

Answer.  I  thought  there  was  a  great  deal  of  money  in  the 
different  bills. 

Question.  For  what  reason  ? 

Answer.  V/m.  Alexander  had  given  me  to  understand  I 
would  be  freely  rewarded  for  my  services,  and  I  thought 
there  would  be  so  much  that  I  could  get  a  little  more  out 
of  it. 

By  a  member  of  the  Committee.  What  bill  was  Mr.  Alex- 
ander interested  in  ? 

Answer.  In  the  Barnum  bill. 

Question.  What  reason  had  you  for  believeing  that  Gardi- 
ner would  be  able  to  raise  that  money  ? 

Answer.   That  I  cannot  answer. 

Question.  You  say  vou  believed  he  would  1)e  able  to  pav 
the|6,000? 

Answer.  I  believed  the  grant  would  be  worth  a  great  deal 
of  money  to  whoever  had  it. 

Question.  Did  you  know  Gardiner  would  get  it  ? 

Answer.  No  ;  but  I  knew  he  was  a  friend  of  a  projected 
grant,  and  in  the  event  of  its  being  successful,  would  receive 
some  benefit. 

Question.  What  grant — theTravers? 

Answer.  Any  grant ;  the  bill  had  not  been  framed  at  this 
time  ;  it  was  only  in  embryo. 

Question.  How  did  you  know,  if  it  passed,  which  of  the 
friends  would  get  it  ? 

Answer.  You  are  fully  aware,  as  I  am,  tha.t  it  was  talked 
over  that  the  thing  would  be  sold. 

Question.  I  am  not  aware  of  it ;  who  talked  it  over  ? 

Answer.  The  citizens. 

Question.  Did  Gardiner  talk  it  over? 

Answer.  No  sir. 

Question.  Just  name  some  others. 


Answer.  I  cannot  mention  any  names  ;  it  was  common  re- 
port— known  to  Mr.  Hambleton  as  well  as — 

Question.  I  beg  to  say  I  knew  nothing  about  it. 

Answer.  Well,  I  thought  you  did. 

Question.  Then  you  expected  the  friends  of  the  various 
bills,    if  passed,  would  each  get  something  ? 

Answer.  The  friends  of  the  various  bills. 

Question.  Where  was  it  to  come  from? 

Answer.  I  supposed  a  majority  of  the  bills  would  be  sold, 
because  I  believe  in  most  cases  the  men  named  in  them  had 
not  capital  of  their  own. 

Question.  Gardner  was  not  named  in  any  of  the  bills,  was 
he? 

Answei'.  No,  sir,  I  did  not  know  G-ardner  in  the  matter 
further  than  a  friend  of  the  projected  bill. 

Question,  Do  I  understand  you,  that  besides  the  parties 
who  were  to  get  a  consideration  for  the  use  of  their  names, 
there  were  outside  parties  who  were  to  get  a  consideration. 

Answer.  I  supposed  of  course  they  would  not  want  to  take 
it  all  themselves,  after  having  friends  to  get  through  any 
particular  bill. 

Question.  You  presumed  on  their  generosity  ? 

Answer.  UnquesttoDably  ;  because  there  was  a  natural  af- 
filiation between  the  friends  of  the  bill  and  those  named.  It 
was  a  general  measure,  and  we  all  knew  a  great  deal  might 
be  expected. 

By  Mr.  Alexander.  I  understood  the  .witness  to  answer  in 
such  a  way  as  to  lead  the  Committee  to  believe  that  James 
McPhail  was  a  member  of  the  City  Council  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  he  was  not. 

By  a  member  of  the  Committee.  I  understood  you  to  say 
you  made  a  moneyed  pro23osition  to  diiferent  gentlemen  ? 

Answer.  There  were  four,  I  think,  in  the  whole. 
Question.  Did  you  know  how  they  were  to  get  it  ? 
Answer.  Only  through  the  event  of  the  success    of  either 
party,  the  thing  might  be  sold. 

Question.  It  might  be  so — you  didn't  know  it  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

William  E.  Beale,  called  and  examined  by  Mr.  Pratt. 

Question.  You  were  a   member  of  the  City  Council,  when 
this  bill  was  passed  "^ 
Answer.  I  was. 
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Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  money  "being  paid  to  any 
member  of  tlie  Council ;   and  if  so,  hy  wliom  ? 

Answer.  Not  a  dollar. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  any  was  promised? 

Answer.  I  know  this  much  :  that  two  of  tho  parties  came 
to  me. 

Question.  Who  were  they  ? 

Answer.  One  was  Durus  Carter ;  lie  was  not  connected 
with  this  matter. 

Question.  What  did  he  say? 

Answer.  I  was  sick  with  pneumonia  last  September  a  year, 
when  I  was  elected  a  member  of  the  First  Branch  from  the 
7th  Ward  ;  and  he  called  on  me  as  a  personal  friend,  to  give 
him  support  in  sustaining  his  proposition  in  the  City  Council. 

Question.  What  was  that? 

Answer.  It  was  the  Carter  and  Smith  bill.  I  told  him 
anything  that  I  could  do  honorably  for  him,  I  would  do. 
He  importuned  me,  I  suppose  a  hundred  times.  When  this 
subject  came  up,  near  the  fiirnl  passage  of  the  bill,  he  said  to 
me,  '' Now,  for  God's  sake,  use  your  influence  for  me  this 
afternoon."'  Said  I,  '•  Mr.  Carter,  I  can  do  nothing  for  you 
unless  you  will  put  your  proposition  in  such  a  condition  that 
it  will  iDe  acceptable,  and  the  best  bill  for  the  city  ;  then  you 
shall  have  my  support,  but  under  no  other  circumstances  can 
I  consistently  give  it."  Said  he,  "  You  can  make  $3,000  ;  I 
will  transfer  $3,000  of  the  stock  to  you  for  your  support." 
Said  I,  "Go  away.  I  can't  have  anything  to  do  with  you." 
There  was  another  gentleman  who  called  on  me  through  a 
friend  of  mine,  to  receive  an  introduction  to  me  at  my  house 
— Mr.  Clark,  who  was  the  mouth-piece  of  the  Barnum  and 
Brooks  bill.  He  came  with  Capt.  Higgins,  whom  I  had 
known  for  many  years. 

By  the  Chairman — State  whether  you  know  Clark  as  the 
agent  of  Brooks  and  Barnum. 

Answer.  He  told  me  that  he  was  one  of  the  incorporators. 
In  conversation  at  my  house  he  asked  me  to  support  his  bill. 
I  told  him  I  could  not  make  any  promises  about  the  matter. 
He  went  on  to  endeavor  to  impress  on  my  mind  the  propriety 
of  giving  him  a  promise  over  all  others  ;  afterwards  he  said 
to  me,  *■'  If  you  give  me  your  support,  anything  that  you 
want — any  situation  you  want  yourself  in  reference  to  build- 
ing the  road  or  the  houses,  (I  am  a  carpenter  by  trade,)  any- 
thing you  desire  at  my  hands,  or  the  hands  of  our  concern, 
you  shall  have."  I  told  him  that  anything  I  could  do  hon- 
orably for  Capt.  Higgins  or  his  friends^  I  would  do  ;  but  as 
to  doing  anything  in  the  manner  he  spoke  of,  I  could  not 
accede  to  it,     I  told  him  to  put  it  in  writing,   and  when  it 


came  up  before  the  Committee,  we  would  take  it  into  consid- 
eration, and  if  I  found  it  Avas  the  hest  bill  for  the  public  in- 
terest, he  should  have  my  support.  He  left  me,  but  fre- 
quently sent  his  emissaries  around  to  me  to  try  to  influence 
me  to  give  my  support.  The  year  before  that,  in  1858,  I  was 
a  member  of  the  First  Branch,  and  the  Omnibus  Company 
came  and  asked  for  a  grant  for  the  right  of  way  over  Balti- 
more Street,  headed  by  Eobinson.  We  offered  him  Balti- 
more Street,  because  we  didn't  think  it  worth  anything.  I 
was  a  fast  friend  of  the  Omnibus  party,  from  the  beginning 
until  there  was  no  possibility  of  their  success.  The  Barnum 
project  overrode  everything,  for  it  was  bogus  from  beginning 
to  end.  I  suppose  they  intended  to  sell  it.  It  was  my  can- 
did impression  that  there  was  not  a  bill  that  they  did  not  in- 
tend to  get  foreign  capital  to  carry  out  ;  and  that  is  the  reason 
why  I  gave  my  vote  for  the  very  best  bill  before  the  Council, 
giving  the  greatest  consideration  to  the  city.  We  offered 
before  the  use  of  Baltimore  Street  to  the  Omnibus  partv. 
They  said,  ' '  We  cannot  build  that  road. ' '  Said  I,  ' '  Why  ?' ' 
"Because,"  said  they,  "the  distance  is  too  great ;  it  is  im- 
possible for  us  to  build  it  in  the  time  specified — twelv 
months."  After  it  was  found  that  there  was  something  valu- 
able in  the  grant,  everybody  was  anxious  to  go  into  the 
speculation  of  building  railroads^  and  some  members  of  the 
City  Council  took  sides  with  the  Barnum  project,  and  seemed 
to  be  mouth-pieces.  They  could  alter  the  fare  just  as  they 
saw  fit.  Montague  was  the  mouth-piece  of  the  Barnum  pro- 
ject. After  the  Committee  had  all  the  matter  under  consid- 
eration, Willett  says,  "Lower  our  fare  down  to  three  eents, 
and  kill  the  other  bill."  Eight  in  the  rear  of  Montague, 
these  parties  spoke  it.  I  asked  Chauncey  Brooks,  "What 
interest  have  you  in  that  road,  directly  or  indirectly,  or  in- 
tend to  have?"  Said  he,  "  I  do  not  intend  to  have  one  dol- 
lar's worth  of  the  stock  in  it — merely  loan  them  the  use  of 
my  name — never  intend  to  have  any  stock."  I  don't  think 
I  asked  him,  but  I  suppose  those  were  the  parties,  because 
they  were  urging  it  through  the  Council. 

By  a  member  of  the  committee — The  same  parties  that  are 
here  now? 

Answer.   The  same  parties. 

By  the  Chairman — Did  you  say  you  gave  the  preference  to 
the  Tr avers  bill. 

Answer.  I  did,  and  from  principle. 

Question.  You  thought  it  was  a  better  bill  than   either  of 
the  others  ? 

Answer.  When  the  bilh:  came  up  before  the  committee — 
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we'met  in  a  committeo  of  six,  three  for  each  branch — some 
made  a  proposition  to  give  $5  a  car  ;  others  $10.  Travers' 
proposition  was  |30  a  car,  and  of  course  it  was  the  best — and 
some  other  considerations  were  offered. 

Question.  Did  not  the  Barnum  hill  offer  $10,000  bonus  to 
the  city  ? 

Answer,  They  offered  it  on  the  passage  of  the  bill ;  no 
such  proposition  ever  reached  the  committee. 

Question.  How  manv  of  the  committee  reported  against  the 
bill? 

Answei'.   One;  Van  Nostrand  brought  in  a  minority  report. 

By  the  Chairman — Did  one  bill  propose  to  charge  a  greater 
tariff  on  passengers  than  the  other  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  all  the  same  price. 

Question.  You  say  the  proposition  was  made  to  put  the 
fare  at  three  cents  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Montague  offered  that,  and  the  chair  could 
not  entertain  it. 

Question.  This  was  offered  when  the  bill  was  at  its  third 
stage  ? 

Answer,  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr,  Alexander — What  was  the  fare  in  the  Brooks  and 
Barnum  bill  ? 

Answer.  Five  cents  in  the  day,  and  ten  at  night. 

By  Mr.  Pratt — And  the  other  was  five  cents  night  and 
day? 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — State  whether,  when  the  bill  was 
about  to  be  put  on  its  passage,  the  Travers  bill  did  not  offer 
four  cents  fare,  $20  a  car,  and  no  bonus  ;  and  whether  the 
substitute  offered  through  Montague,  the  Barnum  bill,  did 
not  offer  $10,000  bonus,  $20  a  car,  and  three  cents  fare? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  the  bill  that  we  reported  contained  five 
cents  fare  ;  then  after  being  amended,  a  four  cent  bill  was 
offered  as  a  substitute  ;  that  was  entertained,  and  just  before 
its  passage,  Montague  offered  a  three  cent  bill  as  a  substitute 
for  that. 

Question.  Then  there  Vv^as  a  three  cent  bill  offered  before 
the  passage  of  the  Travers  bill  ? 

Answer.  It  was  proposed,  but  I  looked  upon  it  in  the  same 
light  that  a  great  many  others  did. 

Question.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  the  reason  why  you 
voted  for  the  four  cent  bill  was,  that  it  reached  that  stage 
where  it  could  not  be  reconsidered? 

Answer.  Mr.  Brooks  told  me  himself  that  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  have  anytliing  to  do  with  it.  I  know  it  was  not  a 
fair  offer,  because  one  of  the  parties  who  offered  it  came  froin 
13 
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Massachusetts,  and  had  not  been  long  in  Baltimore,  and  the 
other  party  came  from  New  York. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Is  not  Mr.  Clark  a  native  of  Mary- 
land? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — You  said  you  believed  all  these  bills 
were  to  be  sold  to  foreign  corporators  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  was  told  so  by  the  parties;  they  said 
they  were  not  able  themselves  to  build  the  road. 

Question.  Did  they  say  from  where  the  money  was  to 
come? 

Answer.  They  did  not;  they  said  they  were  responsible, 
reliable  men. 

Question.  There  was  a  bill  pending  for  three  cents? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  did  not  say  so.  It  was  attempted  to  be 
be  offered,  but  could  not  be  received  after  the  bill  got  on  its 
final  passage.  Three  propositions  had  been  entertained,  and 
according  to  the  rules  of  order  we  could  go  no  farther. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  have  reason  to  believe  tliat  if  the 
bill  proposing  five  or  four  cents  was  voted  down,  the  three 
cent  bill  would  be  offered? 

Answer,  No,  sir;  I  never  heard  of  it  till  that  moment. 
Montague  came  several  times  in  the  first  stage  of  the  j)ro- 
ceedings,  and  put  his  hand  on  my  shoulder  and  said.  "Uncle 
Bill,  I  want  to  see  if  you  can't  give  us  your  support  on  the 
Barnuni  project. 

Question.  Did  that  bill  come  back  to  the  Cit)^  Council  with 
the  veto  of  the  Mayor? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  the  Mayor  said  he  would  not  consent  to 
it  under  five  cents  fare — four  cents  to  the  parties  and  one  cent 
to  the  city  for  public  improvements. 

Question.  Then  while  you  were  convinced  it  was  not  possi- 
ble to  run  cars  at  four  cents,  you  were  convinced  they  could 
be  run  at  five  cents? 

Answer.  I  did  not  say  so. 

Question.  Give  us  your  opinion. 

Answer.  I  was  satisfied  to  give  the  grant  to  any  party 
whatever,  if  they  thought  they  could  afford  to  run  the  cars  at 
four  cents;  they  said  they  could. 

Question.  When  the  bill  came  back  with  the  veto,  did  not 
you  know  Barnum  lield  in  his  hand  a  bill  oftering  to  run 
them  at  three  cents? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  not  you  know  it  was  before  the  City  Council? 

Answer.  Not  till  Montague  offered  it. 
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(Question.  Could  not  you  vote  down  the  five  cent  bill  and 
substitute  the  three  cent  bill? 

Answer.  We  could. 

Question.  Why  didn't  you? 

Answer.  Because  I  have  already  told  you,  I  believed  they 
could  not  carry  it  out. 

Question.  Didn't  you  tell  us  that  the  Travers  party  were 
going  to  assign  their  bill? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  that  you  would  give  it  to  anybody  who 
Avould  run  for  the  less  price? 

Answer.  I  told  you  no  such  thing. 

Question.  At  the  time  Carter  approached  you  on  this  mat- 
ter, did  you  refer  him  to  any  of  your  friends  for  aid  ? 

Answer.  Carter  asked  me  if  I  would  give  him  my  support; 
I  told  him  anything  I  could  do  honorably  and  consistently  as 
a  friend,  I  would  do  for  him.  Then  says  he,  "^Can  you  tell 
me  who  I  can  go  to?"  I  suppose  he  must  have  asked  me  a 
dozen  times-  about  that  same  bill.  I  said  to  him,  "1  do  not 
know;  you  can  go  for  instance  to  Thompson;  he  has  a  great 
deal  of  acquaintance  around  the  Council  andiis  secretary  to  the 
Mayor."  My  feeling  was  to  serve  him  as  a  personal  friend, 
because  we  had  served  the  summer  before  as  assessors. 

By  the  Chairman — You  have  said  you  were  offered  stock 
by  the  Carter  bill  and  contracts  by  the  Brooks  bill;  did  any 
one  offer  you  anything  by  the  Brock  influence? 

Answer.  Not  a  dollar. 

Question.  Neither  directly  nor  indirectly? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Did  you  ever  threaten  Carter  that  you 
would  expose  him  if  he  stated  any  facts  connected  with  you, 
in  the  Superior  Council  ? 

Answer.  I  did  expose  him  in  the  Superior  Council,  because 
he  called  in  question  the  character  of  members;  I  stated  what 
Carter  had  offered  me  (I  did  not  sa}  anything  about  anybody 
else,)  because  I  thought  it  came  with  a  bad  grace  for  a  man 
who  had  tried  to  influence  me  to  try  to  injure  my  reputation. 

Question.     What  did   you   state   to  the  Superior  Council? 

Answer.  That  he  offered  me  $3,000  worth  of  stock  for  my 
support  to  the  bill. 

Lawrence  Sangstou  was  sworn  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
personal  explanation  in  reference  to  the  publication  of  the 
letters  spoken  of  by  the  counsel  at  the  commencement  of  to- 
day's proceedings.     He  said: 

Those  letters  were  published  by  me.     I  furnished   them  to 
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the  papers  for  the  Monday's  edition.  They  had  been  in  my 
pocket  some  time,  but  I  did  not  feel  authorised  to  make  any 
use  of  them  till  Saturday  last.  On  Saturday  prior  to  leaving 
the  city  of  Annapolis,  I  saw  Mr.  Gordon,  and  stated  to  him 
that  I  had  copies  of  them  in  my  possession  and  asked  him  if 
there  would  be  any  impropriety  in  making  them  public.  He 
said  he  could  see  no  impropriety  in  it,  that  the  letters  were 
in  the  hands  of  the  Committee  and  I  could  make  any  dis- 
position of  them  I  thought  proper.  Accordingly  believing 
them  to  be  of  some  interest  to  the  people  of  Maryland,  as 
well  as  the  members  of  the  Legislature,  on  my  return  to  Bal- 
timore I  furnished  them  to  the  daily  papers.  The  remarks 
prefixed  to  them  in  those  papers  I  am  not  responsible  for.  I 
merely  handed  them  to  the  papers,  saying  that  they  were  at 
their  service,  to  be  published  entire,  or  in  any  form  they 
chose. 

By  Mr.  Pratt — When  did  you  first  get  those  letters  ? 

Answer.  One  day  last  week. 

Question.  FromAvhom? 

Answer.  From  Wm.  T.  Walters  of  Baltimore. 

Question.  You  didn't  know  how  they  were  procured  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  they  are  genuine  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  These  are  copies  that  you  thought  public  opinion 
in  Maryland  required  to  be  published,  without  knowing 
whether  the  signatures  were  genuine  ? 

Answer.  Those  copies  were  not  given  to  me  by  Walters  for 
publication.  I  took  it  for  granted  that  they  were  genuine  ; 
I  have  no  doubt  they  are. 

Question.  Didn't  you  show  them  to  anybody    here  before 
you  had  them  published  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  not  circulate  and  talk  of  them  and  of 
the  people  as  abolitionists,  who  were  spoken  of  in  the  letters? 

Answer.  I  may  have  spoken  of  them  ;  I  am  not  in  the 
habit  of  speaking  with  members  of  the  Legislature  ;  I  do  not 
think  I  have  exchanged  words  with  five  members. 

Question.  Have  you  not  spoken  to  others,  by  which  this 
report  got  out  and  you  designed  it  to  get  out,  that  the  people 
whom  you  were  opposing  were  abolitionists? 

Answer.  I  might  have  made  use  of  that  remark. 

Question.  Did  you  not  intend  it  to  go  out  that  they  were 
such  ? 
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Answer.  I  cannot  say  what  my  special  intentions  were. 
Those  letters  were  sent  down  early  last  week. 

Question.  By  whom? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  when  I  came  here  on  Thursday 
the  originals  were  here  and  were  a  matter  of  common  conver- 
sation. How  they  obtained  publicity  before  my  arrival  here 
I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Then  you  showed  them  around  and  called  our 
people  abolitionists,  and  said  :  'SSee  what  these  abolitionists 
are  asking  for?" 

Answer.  I  may  have  shown  the  contents  of  them. 

Question.  And  you  did  not  know  they  were  genuine? 

Answer.  I  have  every  reason  to  believe  they  were. 

Question.  What  reason  ?  The  fact  that  Mr.  Walters  gave 
you  copies  of  them  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  That  is  the  only  reason  ? 
Answer.  If  they  are  not,  there  are  the  originals. 
Question.  Are  the  originals  genuine? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  :  I  was  not  present  in  Philadelphia 
when  they  were  written. 

Question.  Do  you  know  they  were  ? 

Answer.  By  general  reputation,  just  as  I  know  many  men 
in  public  positions. 

Question.  You  had  no  personal  acquaintance  with  them  ? 
xinswer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Walters  went  to  Philadelphia  for  these  letters 
and  brought  them  here  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  he  brought  them. 

Question.  Is  he  or  not  a  director  in  the  Northern  Central 
Railroad  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  my  impression  is  I  have  seen  his 
name  among  the  directors. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  that  he  was  placed  there  by  Si- 
mon Cameron  ? 

Answer.  Never  heard  of  it. 

Question.  And  that  he  is  the  agent  of  Cameron  by  which 
he  may  be  enabled  to  get  a  bill  through  here  ? 

Answer.  I  never  heard  of  it ;  never  spoke  five  words  to 
Walters  except  in  pure  business  matters. 

Question.   You  never  talked  with  him  about  the  letters  ? 

Answer.  Never  except  on  the  single  occasion,  when  he  gave 
me  the  copies. 

Question.  Did  he  tell  yovi  how  he  got  them? 
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Answer.  He  said  they  were  copies  of  letters  which  had 
come  from  Philadelphia. 

Question.  Don't  yon  know  that  Cameron  has  control  of 
that  road,  of  which  this  gentleman  is  a  director? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman — It  is  not  evidence. 

Mr.  Pratt — We  apply  for  a  charter  ;  the  other  side  say  we 
are  not  entitled  to  it,  and  they  allege  that  our  grant  was  ob- 
tained by  fraud  from  the  City  Council  and  that  the  Assignees 
had  cognizance  of  it.  We  supposed  we  were  here  to  answer 
that.  They  have  summoned  witnesses  ;  we  have  summoned 
none  ;  so  far  we  have  only  examined  their  witnesses.  But  on 
Friday  a  director  of  this  road,  controlled  by  Simon  Cameron 
goes  to  Philadelphia  or  Harrisburg — 

Witness — Walters  was  not  out  of  the  city. 

Question.  How  do  you  know  ? 

Answer.  I  am  in  the  habit  of  seeing  him  daily,  and  I  think 
I  saw  him  every  day  in  the  past  week. 

Mr.  Pratt — Walters,  at  all  events,  gets  this  paper.  We  are 
opposed  here  by  parties  whose  organ  is  the  Sun . 

Mr.  Mankin — It  is  not  my  organ. 

Mr.  Hambleton — It  is  not  our  organ. 

Mr.  Pratt — These  gentlemen  have  made  this  charge,  and 
after  having  examined  the  witnesses  there  is  nothing  to  prove 
except  the  editorials  of  the  Sun  that  has  made  the  charge  and 
is  daily  engaged  in  trying  to  induce  the  Legislature  to  defeat 
this  charter.  We  have  shown  that  there  was  no  fraud  and  we 
will  show  that  we  are  clear  of  the  charge  of  abolition. 

Witness — I  wish  to  reply  to  one  remark  of  the  counsel  witii 
regard  to  the  Sun  being  the  special  organ  of  the  opponents  of 
this  charter.  When  I  took  these  copies  to  the  Sun  it  was  the 
first  time  in  six  months  I  had  been  inside  the  office,  or  spoken 
to  any  editor  or  employee. 

Mr.  Alexander — We  are  charged  with  being  abolitionists 
by  Mr.  Walters,  a  man  who  is  in  close  connection  with  Simon 
Cameron,  than  whom  a  blacker  republican  does  not  exist. 
He  owes  his  situation  and  influence  in  the  Northern  Central 
Kailroad  to  him. 

It  is  perhaps  due  to  Mr.  Walters  to  say  that  he  is  a  South- 
ern man  in  all  his  views  and  feelings,  and  is  in  prosecution 
of  a  large  business  with  the  South  almost  exclusively.  And, 
so  far  as  I  know,  lie  has  no  sympathy  with  Cameron  or  any 
other  black  republican.  The  letters  were  handed  to  me,  on 
Tuesday,  by   Walters,  to  read  ;  after  reading  them  T  asked 
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him  whether  he  intended  to  use  them.  He  said  no—that  he 
had  preserved  copies  of  them  for  his  own  satisfaction.  He 
asked  me  then  if  I  was  going  to  Annapolis.  I  tokl  him  I 
should  go  down  on  Thursday  morning.  Said  he,  "Take  these 
copies  with  you,  and  give  them  to  Mr.  Wallis  ;  I  did  not  see 
Mr.  Wallis  ;  he  returned  before  I  had  an  opportunity  to  give 
them  to  him."  On  Saturday  I  made  the  inquiry  I  stated  of 
Mr.  Gordon,  after  which  I  felt  at  liberty  to  use  them.  And 
when  Walters  found  that  I  had  done  so,  he  thouglit  I  had 
done  right. 

Durus  Carter,  called  and  examined  by  Mr.  Blakistone. 

Question.  State  any  conversation  you  had  with  Mr.  Beale 
and  what  occurred  ? 

Answer.  As  I  have  been  impugned,  I  want  to  make  a  some- 
what lengthy  statement.  I  was  applicant  before  the  City 
Council  with  Dr.  Smith  and  others  for  a  railway  grant,  ancl 
as  such  I  visited  Mr.  Beale  at  his  house.  Mr.  Beale  was  sick 
in  bed.  I  told  him  we  had  made  up  our  minds  to  apply  for  a 
grant,  and  I  read  to  him  a  bill  which  I  had  in  my  hand.  He 
listened  very  attentively,  and  when  I  had  got  through,  he 
said  it  met  his  approval.  I  asked  him  for  his  support,  and  he 
promised  me,  as  well  as  I  recollect,  that  he  would  support  it 
with  all  the  influence  in  his  power,  and  he  referred  me  to  two 
gentlemen  who  might  assist  me — Wm.  Thomson  and  Thomas 
C.  James.  In  conversation  with  Thomson,  he  told  me  it  was 
no  use  to  talk  about  this  matter  ;  we  ivould  have  to  spend 
$6,000  to  get  this  bill  through.  The  reply  I  made  Avas,  that 
our  parties  had  no  money,  and  therefore  we  could  not  give  it. 
At  a  subsequent  period  I  was  a  member  of  the  Superior  Coun- 
cil at  Baltimore — subsequent  to  the  assignment  of  this 
Travers  ordinance.  Thinking  it  was  an  outrage  upon  the 
people  of  Baltimore,  I  moved  for  the  appointment  of  a  com- 
mittee to  investigate  the  matter.  Of  that  committee  I  was 
Chairman.  After  inquiring  of  many  persons  who  I  thought 
knew  about  the  matter,  1  reported  against  it,  and  asked  the 
Council  to  denounce  the  whole  matter  as  a  party  measure, 
and  not  to  have  anything  to  do  with  it.  The  day  previous  I 
met  Mr.  Beale  on  the  street,  and  in  conversation  with  me  he 
said  he  had  heard  1  was  going  to  make  a  report,  and  said  if  I 
made  the  report  he  would  expose  me.  I  told  him  I  thought 
it  was  my  duty  to  do  so,  and  tlierefore  I  disregarded  his 
threats.  I  made  the  report.  On  that  night  Mr.  Beale  got 
up  and  made  the  charge  that  I  had  offered  him  a  bribe,  but 
he  did  not  state  the  amount ;  he  failed,  I  believe,  to  show 
what  charge  he  had  made.     Previous  to  the  passage  of  Trav- 
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ers'  bill— on  the  night  of  its  passage  in  the  Second  Council—- 
I  offered  several  amendments.  I  saw  the  bill  was  going 
through  at  all  hazards,  and  I  thought  the  best  thing  I  could 
do  was  to  amend  it  so  far  as  I  could,  and  among  the  rest  I  in- 
troduced a!i  amendment  imposing  a  fine  of  $50  for  running 
the  cars  on  the  Sabbath.  Mr.  Beale  met  me  next  morning 
and  said,  "Carter,  you  are  a  pretty  fellow,  ain't  you?"  I 
replied,  "Mr.  Beale,  why  do  you  say  that?  I  have  always 
tried  to  act  honestly  and  honorably. ' '  Says  he,  "That  amend- 
ment you  offered  last  night."  Said  I,  "What  of  that?" 
Said  lie,  "You  meant  to  strike  out  that  second  clause."  I 
supposed  there  were  parties  behind  that  the  public  knew 
nothing  about.  He  called  me  to  account  for  striking  that 
out ;  I  supposed  by  that  he  knew  all  the  secrets  of  the  matter. 
He  said  I  was  striking  at  the  gist  of  the  matter.  With 
reference  to  the  point  offered,  I  never  made  Beale  an  offer  of 
one  dollar,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  no  way  nor  shape  of  any 
kind, 

Mr.  Campbell.  He  did  not  say  a  dollar,  but  stock  ? 

Witness.  A  dollar  or  its  representative. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone.  Did  you  e%''er  have  more  than  one  cou- 
versation  with  Clark  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

John  Or.  Wilmot,  called  and  examined  by  Mr.  Hambleton. 

Question.   You  are  a  citizen  of  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  I  am. 

Question,  Do  you  recollect  the  circuro.stance  of  a  meeting 
being  called  in  the  city  with  reference  to  the  three  cent  pas- 
senger railway  ? 

Answer.  I  do. 

Question.  State  whether  Thomas  H.  Gardiner  sent  for  you 
to  consult  with  you  in  relation  to  it. 

Answer.  I  will.  But  previous  to  that  I  wish  to  make  a 
short  statement.  Mr,  Gardiner  has  at  all  times  professed  for 
me  the  greatest  friendship,  and  I  had  always  supposed  he  was 
my  friend  until  circumstances  occurred  here  the  other  day  that 
gave  me  reason  to  suppose  he  had  any  ridiculous  idea  of  my 
position  in  soc  ety.  On  the  day  that  the  three  cent  meeting- 
was  to  take  place  in  Monument  Square — the  same  day  that 
the  Travers  bill  passed  the  City  Council — Gardner  sent  for 
me,  saying  he  wanted  to  see  me.  He  was  then  at  Guy's 
Hotel,  and  in  company  with  several  other  persons  he  told  me 
he  wanted  me  to  preside  over  that  meeting,  and  after  a  short 
conversation  he  offered  me  $50  to  do  it.     I  refused  to  accept 
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it ;  then  he  offered  me  |100.  I  told  him  I  could  not  think  of 
doing  anything  that  would  bring  ridicule  upon  m3^self.  Said 
he,  "  Tom,  you  are  pursuing  a  wrong  course  in  regard  to 
this  ;  I  think  there  is  a  proper  course  for  you,  and  I  think  you 
can  go  before  the  meeting  and  advocate  the  proj^ositions  be- 
fore the  Council  fairly  upon  its  merits."  At  length  he  pro- 
posed that  I  should  address  the  meeting  that  night  in  favor  of 
the  Travers  bill.  I  agreed  to  do  it,  and  a  consultation  took, 
place  between  him  and  myself  and  Mr.  D.  Evans,  and  we 
were  both  to  be  called  out  on  that  evening  to  reply  to 
any  speakers  who  might  advocate  the  three  cent  mea- 
sure. We  had  reason  to  believe,  from  information  we 
had  got,  that  it  would  be  utterly  impossible  to  carry  out 
the  three  cent  grant,  and  I  was  perfectly  willing  to  place  my- 
self in  opposition  to  it  that  evening  before  the  meeting.  At 
night  I  went  up  there  to  perform  the  service  I  had  promised, 
and  when  I  arrived  on  the  ground  there  was  a  parcel  of  these 
torches,  called  "tar  babies;"  placed  on  the  end  of  sticks  to 
illuminate  the  square.  As  soon  as  it  began  to  grow  dark 
there  was  a  crowd  that  commenced  throwing  these  things 
about,  and  there  was  no  attempt  to  organize  the  meeting.  I 
think  it  would  have  been  ineifectual.  There  were  present  at 
the  square  two  or  three  members  of  the  City  Conncil  at  least, 
and  I  was  solicited  to  act  as  president  of  the  meeting. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Who  were  those  members  of  the  coun- 
cil? 

Answer.  Augustus  Talbot  and  James  Woods  ;  there  were 
one  or  two  others,  I  think. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — You  have  said  you  thought  it  would 
be  impossible  to  carry  out  the  three  cent  grant  ? 

Answer.  I  said  from  information  I  had  received  it  would  be 
impossible.  Frequent  applications  are  made  for  grants,  and 
when  made,  the  parties  often  fail,  and  after  failing  they  go 
before  the  same  body  and  ask  for  an  increase  of  pay.  That 
is  one  of  the  points  I  intended  to  make  that  evening. 

Question.  Gardner,  you  say,  offered  you  first  |50  andtheu 
$100  to  preside  ? 

Answer.  And  I  peremptorily  refused  it. 

Question.  Did  he  express  any  reason  why  he  wanted  you 
particularly  to  preside  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  he  said  they  wanted  to  vote  down  every 
proposition  of  a  three  cent  character  that  might  be  offered, 
and  if  they  had  their  Chairman  it  might  easily  be  accom- 
plished. 

14 
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Question.  The  propositions  were  to  "be  voted  down  by  means 
of  having  an  opposition  Chairman  to  preside? 
Answer.  That  was  one  of  their  ideas. 

Question.  Whose  ideas? 

Answer.  The  idea  of  Gardiner. 

Question.  And  they  mentioned  it  in  presence  of  members  of 
the  City  Council  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  both  the  members  I  mentioned 
spoke  about  it — (Talbot  and  Wood.) 

Question.  Did  they  acquiesce  ? 

Answer.  It  seemed  to  have  been  the  plan  arranged  between 
them. 

Question.  Can  you  give  any  reason  why  the  meeting  was 
not  called  to  order  ? 

Answer.  Previous  to  the  time  of  assembling  torches  were 
thrown  out  like  sky-rockets  in  the  air,  and  it  was  utterly  im- 
possible to  call  the  meeting  to  order.  There  was  another 
proposition  made  subsequently  by  Gardner.  He  agreed  to 
give  me  $100  if  I  would  advocate  this  bill  after  it  had  passed, 
when  a  great  deal  of  opposition  had  been  got  up  in  Balti- 
more, if  I  would  talk  in  favor  of  Brock's  railroad  he  would 
give  me  $100. 

By  Mr.  Pratt — You  are  a  member  of  the  bar  ? 

Ansv/er.  lam. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — Cau  you  state  an}'  other  circum- 
stance ? 

Answer.  I  was  appealed  to  as  a  party  man — as  an  Ameri- 
can— that  it  would  be  policy  for  Brock  to  get  this  charter  from 
the  Legislature,  and  one  of  the  reasons  stated  was,  that  a 
bond  had  been  given  by  the  parties  in  Philadelphia  to  either 
the  directors  or  assignees  of  the  grant,  that  they  should  have 
the  entire  control  of  the  road — that  all  the  appointees  and 
contractors  should  be  members  of  the  American  part3^ 

Question.  Kept  under  the  control  of  the  American  party  ? 

Answer.  To  be  an  American  measure  altogether  as  I  un- 
derstood it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  Brock's  being  in  Baltimore  dur- 
ing the  pendency  of  that  bill  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  was  never  introduced  to  him  till  some 
three  or  four  weeks  after  it  was  passed. 

Gtuestion.  You  were  not  in  the  current  ? 

Answer.  No,  the  first  time  they  got  me  in  the  eddy  was 
the  time  they  applied  to  me  to  preside  over  that  meeting. 

By  Mr.  Pratt.  I  suppose  you  would  take  a  hundred  dol- 
lars ? 
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Answer.  I  would  do  the  best  I  could.  By  the  way  it  has 
never  come. 

By  the  Chairman.  You  are  in  the  same  position  with  the 
Council  ? 
Answer,  I  believe  they  got  their  retainer  ;  I  never  got  any  ^ 

By  Mr.  Hamhleton.  Do  you  know  anything  more. 

Answer.  I  want  to  state  one  thing.  Mr.  Gardner  in  his 
evidence  the  other  day  undertook  to  ridicule  me  and  place  me 
in  a  ridiculous  position  before  the  people  of  Baltimore.  I 
have  been  charged  with  being  a  notorious  person  for  presiding 
over  meetings.  I  never  presided  over  but  one  public  meet- 
ing in  my  life  in  Baltimore,  and  that  was  to  advocate  the  right 
of  speech,  an  old  man  had  been  arrested  by  the  Mayor  for 
preaching  the  word  of  God  on  the  Sabbath  day,  and  the  peo- 
ple saw  fit  to  call  a  meeting  in  Monument  square  to  call  the 
Mayor  to  account  for  the  proceeding.  There  is  or  was  a  per- 
son in  this  room  who  will  testify  that  I  refused  over  and  over 
again  to  take  the  presidency,  and  it  was  only  at  the  last  mo- 
ment that  I  consented.  Mr.  Hambleton's  father  had  j)ro- 
mised  to  preside,  and  about  a  half  an  hour  before  the  time  he 
sent  word  that  his  business  engagements  were  such  that  he 
could  not  come.  Under  those  circumstances,  I  presided,  and 
I  was  associated  with  some  Vice  Presidents  that  I  don't  think 
would  disgrace  even  any  member  of  this  committee. 

(Witness  here  named  a  number  of  the  Vice  Presidents — 
Dr.  John  L.  Yates,  Job  Smith,  Francis  Turner,  Dr.  John 
Cramer,  Thomas  E.  Martin,  and  others.)  It  was  addressed 
by  Coleman  Yellott,  the  present  State  Senator  from  Balti- 
more, James  H.  Carter,  Edward  Cramer,  H.  K.  Smith  and 
Wm.  H.  Hamill.  If  there  is  ridicule  to  be  attached  to  me 
for  presiding  over  such  a  meeting,  I  am  glad  to  receive  that 
kind  of  ridicule. 

John  J.  Taylor  called  and  examined  by  Mr.  Hambleton. 

Question.  You  are  a  resident  of  Baltimore? 
Answer.  I  am. 

Question.  State  whether  or  not  you  remember  the  time  the 
three  cent  meeting  just  referred  to  was  called  ? 
Answer.  I  do. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  of  the  circumstances  connected 
with  the  breaking  up  of  that  meeting  ? 

Answer.  On  the  day  the  meeting  was  called  I  had  one  of 
my  boats  at  the  shipyard  getting  caulked,  and  Joseph  H.  Ed- 
wards, the  head  caulker  was  engaged  with  some  forty  or  fifty 
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hands  upon  it.  During  the  morning  a  carriage  drove  up  and 
John  Hinesly  got  out  and  called  Edwards  one  side  and  had 
some  long  conversation  with  him  ;  and  from  the  fact  I  under- 
stood the  day  previous — 

By  Mr.  Pratt — State  what  you  know  ? 

Answer.  I  understood  it  was  to  be  broken  up,  and  in  the 

afternoon  of  that  day  I  asked  some  of  the  caulkers. 

Mr.  Pratt — Nothing  that  they  said  is  evidence  ? 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — What  did  you  do  after  this  conversa- 
tion? 

Answer.  I  went  up  to  the  square  that  evening  to  attend 
the  meeting.  There  I  found  Edwards  with  quite  a  number 
of  those  employed  on  the  boat. 

By  Mr.  Pratt — "What  did  you  see  them  do? 

Answer.  I  can't  say  I  saw  them  doing  anything  at  that 
time  ;  the  torches  had  been  thrown  down  and  the  meeting 
broken  up.  I  had  a  conversation  with  Edwards  in  regard 
to  it. 

Objected  to. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  request  on  that  day  that  Edwards 
should  urge  his  men  to  complete  the  job  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  say  I  did  ;  they  were  at  work  for  me. 

Joseph  H.  Edwards  called  and  examined  by  Mr.  Ham- 
bleton. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  the  day  on  which  the  three 
cent  Passenger  Railroad  meeting  was  called  in  Baltimore? 

Answer.  I  don't  remember  the  day,  but  I  remember  the 
time. 

By  Mr.  Pratt — State  what  you  know  and  nothing  else. 

Answer.  On  the  day  of  the  meeting  Mr.  Hinesly  came  over 
to  the  yard  where  I  was  at  work  and  asked  me  if  I  could  not 
get  some  persons  to  come  up  ? 

Mr.  Pratt — You  are  to  state  what  you  saw,  did  or  ordered 
to  be  done. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — Did  you  go  to  the  meeting  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  did  you  go  for? 

Answer.  I  went  there  to  see  what  it  was. 

Question.  At  whose  instigation  did  you  go? 

Answer.  At  Hinesly 's. 

Q,uestion.  Were  you  or  not  appealed  to  go  by  Hinesly  un- 
der threats  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir,  .simply  asked  to  go. 

Question.  Just  state  what  you  saw  there  ? 

Answer.  When  I  got  there,  there  were,  I  suppose,  about  a 
hundred  to  two  hundred  persons  present.  They  were  light- 
ing torches  on  the  front  part  of  tlie  Court  Mouse.  I  was 
standing  by  the  Gilmor  House.  Some  person  threw  one  over 
and  struck  me  along  side  of  the  head.  I  started  out  after 
him.  He  spoilt  my  hat  and  coat.  When  I  got  to  the  stand 
they  were  throwing  them  in  every  direction  and  some  other 
men  got  struck.  I  could  not  find  out  the  one  that  threw  it 
on  me  and  I  turned  and  left.  They  were  throwing  them 
around  pretty  sharp. 

Question.   Can  you  recollect  anybody  ? 

Answer.  Not  as  I  know  of ;  at  that  time  I  kncAv  them  all 
by  sight,  but  I  have  forgotten  pretty  much  now. 

Question.  Was  the  meeting  broken  up  or  not?  were  they 
prevented  from  holding  it? 

Answer.  I  didn't  see  anybody  there  to  hold  the  meeting. 
Question.  I  thought  you  said  there  was  a  croAvd  around 
there  ? 

Answer.  That  was  outside,  down  tlie  street. 

Question.  There  was  no  one  called  to  the  chair  and  no 
speech  made  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Gluestion.  Did  the  people  leave  when  the  torches  began  to 

fly- 

Answer.  Some  left  ;  I  believe  I  left  myseli  about  that  time. 

Question.  You  say  you  went  there  at  the  request  of  Hines- 
ly  ;  did  he  give  any  reason  why  he  wanted  you  to  go? 
Objected  to. 

By  Mr.  Campbell — You  did  not   hear  Mr.  AVilmot  speak 
that  evening. 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hambleton  stated  that  the  most  important  witness  had 
failed  to  appear  and  it  was  necessary  to  hi3ve  him  before  they 
went  any  further. 

Mr.  Blakistone  desired  the  committee  to  send  the  Sergeant- 
at-Arms  for  Mr.  Sewall  to  produce  the  bond. 

Wm.  H.  Jenkins,  called  and  examined  by  Mr.  Pratt. 

Mr.  Pratt — This  witness  was  summoned  by  the  other  party, 
and  as  they  have  declined  to  examine  him  we  will  do  so,  in 
order  to  get  through. 

Mr.  Hambleton — We  do  not  decline. 
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Q,uestion.  You  were  a  member  of  the  City  Council,  when 
this  bill  was  before  it  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

(Question.  Which  Branch  ? 
Answer.  The  First. 

Question.  Was   there  ever  any  sum  of  money  oifered  to 
any  member  of  either  Branch  for  their  votes  for  that  bill  ? 
Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 
Question.  Nothing  was  given  or  offered  to  you? 
Answer.  Nothing. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — Question.  State  whether  or  not,  pre- 
vious to  the  passsge  of  the  bill  known  as  the  Travers  bill, 
there  was  a  bill  pending  before  you  to  run  the  cars  at  three 
cents  fare,  known  as  the  Barnum  and  Brooks  bill  ? 

Answer.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  that  bill  was  in- 
troduced by  Montague,  immediately  before  the  passage  of  the 
Travers  four  cent  bill. 

Question.  State  whether  or  not  there  was  time  and  oppor- 
tunity offered  for  you  to  know  of  this  fact,  and  of  the  merits 
of  the  Brooks  bill,  before  you  voted  for  the  other  bill  ? 

Answer.  That  requires  a  little  explanation.  Up  to  the 
time  of  the  Travers  bill  being  on  its  passage,  Barnum' s  bill 
had  been  a  five  cent  bill,  and  I  was  led  to  believe  that  the 
three  cent  proposition  was  done  as  a  parliamentary  trick. 

A  member  of  the  Committee — We  have  the  proceedings  of 
the  Council,  which  is  evidence  in  the  case,  as  adopted  by  the 
Committee. 

Question.  Please  state  then  the  reasons  why  you  voted  for 
the  four  cent  bill,  when  a  three  cent  bill  was  offered? 

Answer.  I  have  just  stated — I  had  no  confidence  in  the 
proposition. 

Question.  How  did  you  lose  confidence  in  it  ? 

Answer.  I  never  had  any. 

Question.  Never  had  any  in  the  parties  offering  it  ? 

Answer.  Not  for  the  manner  in  which  it  was  offered  ;  I 
thought  it  was  done  as  a  trick;  done  to  defeat  the  bill,  know- 
ing that  the  cars  could  not  be  run  for  that  price. 

Question.  Was  there  any  other  bill  offering  to  run  the  cars 
for  five  cents  ? 

Answer.   Several. 

Question.  State  one? 

Answer.  The  bill  known  as  the  Omnibus  bill. 

Question.  Who  were  the  gentlemen  that  represented  that 
bill  ? 
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Answer,  Turner,  Eobinson,  Coleman,  Berry,  and  I  believe 
Mitcliell;  those  are  all  I  recollect. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  know  of  the  I'act  that  there  was 
an  assignment  made  of  this  grant  ? 

Answer.   I  did  not. 

Question.  Did  you  endeavor  to  find  out  which  of  the  two 
parties  was  the  most  responsible  ? 

Answer.  I  can  give  you  my  opinion  ;  I  think  now  and  I 
thought  then,  that  the  Travers  party  was  the  most  responsi- 
ble. 

Question.  Why  did  you  infer,  without  any  reason,  that 
they  were  not  jH'operly  applying  ? 

Answer.  From  rumors  flying  around  at  the  time. 
Question.  Did  you  go  on  rumors? 

Answer.  I  did  at  that  time — what  I  conceived  to  be  good 
rumors. 

Question.  I  understood  you  to  say  yon  did  not  know  any- 
thing at  all  of  the  anticipated  transfer  of  this  bill  ? 

Answer.  Nothing,  whatever. 

Question.  Has  anything  occurred  since  those  rumors  by 
which  you  can  say  that  Barnum  and  others  had  nothing  to 
do  with  that  bill  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Beale  has  told  me  that  Brooks  told  him,  that 
is  all  I  ground  m.y  assertion  upon.  I  could  give  no  particu- 
lar reason  ;  they  were  flying  rumors. 

Question.  Did  you  converse  with  any  of  the  other  friends 
of  the  bill,  previous  to  its  passage,  about  its  merits  ? 

Answer.  Not  particularly.  I  wish  it  to  be  understood 
that  I  was  the  only  Democratic  member  in  tlie  First  Branch, 
and  did  not  assume  to  be  of  any  immediate  consequence  there. 
From  my  position,  being  alone,  it  was  very  unusual  for  me 
to  ask  any  questions  about  any  matter  that  came  before  us. 
I  generally  acted  upon  it  as  it  came  before  me  ;  if  I  thought 
well  of  it,  I  would  vote  aye,  and  if  I  thought  ill  of  it,  no. 

Question.  Then  I  am  to  understand  that  you  voted  upon 
this  bill  without  giving  it  an}'-  further  attention  than  just 
looking  at  it  when  it  came  up  ? 

Answer.  When  it  came  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Committee 
on  Highways,  I  felt  satisfied  I  would  be  justified  in  voting 
for  it,  and  so  I  think  still. 

Question.  Did  you  consider  Travers  &  Co.  able  to  raise  the 
money  and  build  the  road  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  know  Travers  at  that  time  ;  I  was  un- 
der the  impression  that  they  would  be  able. 
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Question.  How  did  that  impression  get  in  your  mind,  if 
you  made  no  inquiry  ? 

Answer.  I  took  it  for  granted  that  all  the  parties  applying 
for  the  grant  knew  what  they  were  about. 

Question.  Did  not  you  say  you  presumed  that  Barnum  and 
Brooks  did  not  have  anything  to  do  with  it  ? 

Answer.  Only  by  representations  of  Mr.  Beale. 

Question.  I  understand  you  to  say  you  heard  representa- 
tions on  one  bill,  and  not  on  the  other  ? 

Answer.  You  so  understood  me. 

Question.  That  you  did  not  inquire,  as  a  representative  of 
the  city,  into  the  responsibility  and  character  of  the  five  men 
to  whom  it  was  proposed  to  give  the  grant  of  the  right  of 
way  of  the  entire  city  ? 

Answer.  That  requires  explanation.  You  will  remember 
the  first  day  the  Council  met,  as  the  Journal  will  prove,  Mr, 
Talbot  offered  a  set  of  resolutions  to  the  effect  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Eailways  be  empowered  to  introduce  a  bill  upon 
the  subject  of  City  Passenger  Eailways — the  best  bill  for  the 
interest  of  the  city.  That  was  the  17th  of  January.  Some 
35  or  40  days  after  that  the  committee  made  a  report,  and 
when  I  believe  everybody  in  Baltimore  knew  that  the  sub- 
ject had  been  under  consideration,  and  that  whatever  bill  the 
committee  reported  would  be  most  likely  to  be  the  best  bill 
presented  before  them — and  so  I  understood  at  the  time — I 
gave  it  my  hearty  supjDort. 

Question,  Were  you  ever  waited  upon  or  called  upon  in 
relation  to  any  bill  at  all  ? 

Answer.  Well,  I  think  I  have  been. 

Question.  By  whom? 

Answer,  I  cannot  recollect ;  I  think  several  parties ;  I 
have  no  recollection  of  the  names, 

Question.  Have  you  any  personal  or  ^prospective  interest  in 
the  passage  of  the  Brock  bill  by  the  Legislature  ? 
Answer.  None  in  the  world. 

Question.  The  bill  came  back  with  the  veto  of  the  mayor 
as  a  four  cent  bill;  was  it  not  understood  by  members  of  the 
council,  and  so  expressed  by  Mr.  Montague,  that  he  still  had 
the  three  cent  proposition  of  Barnum  &  Co.  to  lay  before 
them. 

Answer.  I  think  so  ;  the  journal  will  show  it. 

Question.  I  suppose  the  fact  of  your  being  a  democratic 
member  was  not  any  very  great  reason  for  your  supporting 
the  mayor's  veto  or  his  views — 'that  you  were  not  controlled 
by  political  considerations? 
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Answer.  Not  at  all ;  there  was  nothing  of  a  political 
character  attached  to  the  bill. 

Question.  Did  yon  consider  it  the  interest  of  the  city  of 
Baltimore  to  give  Travers  &  Co.  a  bill  with  five  cents  fare, 
under  the  veto  of  the  Mayor,  when  Barnum  and  others  had 
a  bill  with  three  cents  fare? 

Answer.  I  did  ;  I  sustained  tlie  measure  throughout. 

By  Mr.  Campbell.  I  think  I  understood  you  that  the  three 
cent  bill  never  Avas  binding  ? 

Answer.  There  was  nothing  of  the  character  before  the 
body  ;  it  was  a  movement  of  Montague  when  the  seventh 
section  was  under  consideration. 

Question.  Montague  had  up  to  the  second  reading  advoca- 
ted five  cents  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  when  the  Travers  bill  was  about  to  be  en- 
grossed the  three  cent  proposition  was  introduced,  which  you 
understood  to  be  a  parliamentary  dodge  ? 

Answer.  I  so  regarded  it. 

Question.  You  have  said  you  received  no  money  or  promise 
of  any  ;  have  you  received  any  office  or  appointment  ? 
Answer.  Never. 

Question.   Have  you  made  anything  in  any  way  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  would  like  to  have  any  one  here  under- 
take to  prove  it. 

By  a  member  of  the  Committee.  You  state  positively  that 
you  know  of  no  inducement  held  out  quietly  or  indirectly  for 
the  support  of  any  member  of  the  City  Council  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  say  so  on  my  oath. 

By  Mr.  Campbell.  And  you  were  the  only  democratic  mem- 
ber of  that  branch  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Adjourned  till  7  o'clock  in  the  evening. 

15 
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EVENING    SESSION. 

The  Committee  met  at  a  quarter  past  8  o'clock. 

Wm.  Henry  Burr  was  duly  qualified  as  reporter  for  the 

Committee. 

John  T.  Ford,  called  and  examined  hy  Mr.  Pratt. 

Question.  You  were  a  member  when  this  ordinance  was 
passed  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
Question.  Which  branch  ? 
Answer.  The  first. 

Question.  Were  you  president  of  the  council  ? 
Answer.  I  was. 

Question.  And  acting  Mayor  at  one  time? 

Answer.  Durino'  the  absence  of  Mavor  Swann. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  any  money  was  of- 
fered or  paid  to  any  member  of  the  City  Council  for  his  vote 
upon  this  Travers  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  certainly  do  not. 

Question .  None  was  paid  to  you  ? 
xlnswer.  None  whatever. 

Question.  And  none  to  your  knowledge  paid  to  any  mem- 
ber of  the  City  Council  ? 

Answer.  None  that  I  am  aware  of  at  all. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr,  Cameron  was  desirous 
of  obtaining  an  interest  in  the  grant  ? 

Answer.  I  only  know  the  rumors. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — Question.  Please  state  to  the  commit- 
tee the  condition  in  Avhich  the  Travers  bill  was  before  the 
Council  at  the  time  Mr.  Montague  offered  his  substitute. 

Answer.  I  ask  the  patience  of  the  committee  while  I  state 
the  history  of  the  whole  railroad  transactions.  At  the  extra 
session  called  by  Mayor  Swann,  I  was  chosen  to  preside. 
There  were  several  bills  presented  during  that  extra  session 
in  relation  to  railroad  grants,  but  no  action  was  taken  upon 
them,  and  we  adjourned  over  to  the  regular  session  on  the  3d 
Monday  in  January.  At  that  session  there  was  a  variety  of 
bills  presented.     The  committee  reported  the  bill  known  as 
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the  Travers  bill,  which  I  believe  was  to  give  $10,000  to  one 
object  and  $5,000  to  another,  and  to  run  the  cars  at  five  cents, 
with  a  certain  license. 

Question.  Are  you  certain  they  made  that  propo«ition  ? 

Answer.  That  is  my  experience.  I  speak  from  memory. 
The  bill  offered  by  Montague,  as  a  substitute,  was  to  give 
$10,000  for  the  privilege  of  laying  tracks  and  running  cars, 
and  charge  five  cents  fare. 

By  Mr.  Pratt.  Day  and  night  ? 

Answer.  After  a  certain  hour  it  was  to  be  ten  cents.  That 
was  the  Brooks  and  Barnum  bill  offered  as  a  substitute  for  the 
bill  reported  by  the  committee.  Then  quite  an  animated  dis- 
cussion came  up.  Mr.  Montague  defended  his  bill  in  a  speech 
occupying  some  two  or  three  hours,  in  which  he  labored  hard 
to  demonstrate  that  from  the  profits  derived  from  five  cents 
fare,  the  company  could  pay  |lO,000,  bringing  in  statistics 
for  that  purpose.  Afterwards,  when  the  bill  was  before  the 
Council,  another  substitute  was  offered  to  his  bill,  embodying 
the  names  of  Travers  and  his  associates,  and  reducing  the 
fare  to  four  cents.  That,  then,  was  the  bill  before  the  coun- 
cil for  tlieir  action.  It  had  passed  to  its  third  stage,  and  the 
Chair  could  not  entertain  any  other  proposition  until  that  was 
acted  upon.  Then  Montague  got  up  and  stated  that  if  he  were 
not  debarred  by  the  rules  of  the  body^  he  would  offer  another 
bill  reducing  the  fare  to  three  cents.  The  idea  of  running 
cars  at  three  cents  was  sneered  at  by  some  of  the  members  as 
impossible,  and  it  was  intimated  that  it  was  desired  merely  to 
defeat  the  bill.  Mr.  Wood  defended  the  four  cent  bill,  say- 
ing that  the  fare  could  be  reduced  no  lower.  'The  four  cent 
bill  passed  both  branches,  and  went  to  tlie  Mayor,  who  vetoed 
it.  During  the  pendency  of  the  four  cent  bill,  Montague  of- 
fered a  provision  that  one-quarter  of  one  cent  on  every  pas- 
senger should  be  set  apart  for  the  purpose  of  creating  a  fund 
to  purchase  public  parks.  It  is  due  to  him  to  say  that  he  was 
the  pioneer  of  the  park  movement  in  connection  with  the  rail- 
roads. There  was  a  great  deal  of  discussion,  and  I  myself 
became  convinced  that  the  cars  coukl  be  run  at  a  lower  rate 
than  five  cents,  and  preferred  decidedly  the  four  cent  fare.  I 
consulted,  in  regard  to  that,  Mr.  tSangston,  and  he  also  ad- 
vised the  four  cent  bill.  During  that  evening,  Montague  of- 
fered an  amendment,  when  he  found  he  could  not  place  his 
own  bill  before  the  Council,  to  reduce  tlie  fare  on  the  Travers 
bill  to  three  cents.  For  that  amendment  I  voted.  But  the 
bill  afterwards  went  to  the  mayor  and  was  vetoed.  In  the 
meantime  I  consulted  with  one  of  the  gentlemen  named  in 
the  Barnum  bill.  Col.  Hoffman,  and  lie  told  me  he  would  not 
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why  I  changed  my  vote  and  was  willing  to  support  the  four 
cent  fare  afterwards.  I  heard  afterwards  from  others  that 
Brooks  and  Barnum  did  not  think  the  three  cent  fare  would 
pay,  and  would  not  invest  money  in  the  project.  The  hill 
was  sent  hack  with  a  recommendation  to  add  another  cent  to 
the  fare,  that  cent  to  he  appropriated  for  the  public  parks. 
The  recommendation  was  adopted,  and  the  bill  became  a  law. 

Question.  Did  you  know,  during  the  time  the  Travers  bill 
was  before  the  Council,  that  it  was  in  contemplation  to  make 
an  assignment  of  that  grant  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Had  you  never  heard  it  talked  of? 

Answer.  No  assignment. 

Question.  Did  you  vote  under  the  impression  that  Travers 
&  Co.  would  be  able  to  build  the  road? 

Answer.  I  voted  under  the  impression  that  they  would  be 
assisted  to  build  it. 

Question.  "What  sort  of  assistance  ? 

Answer.  That  capital  was  a,bundant  for  such  a  grant,  and 
could  be  procured  with  ease. 

Question.  Where  from  ? 

Answer.  I  heard  Philadelphia  mentioned. 

Question.  From  whom? 

Answer.  I  heard  no  names  of  any  parties. 

Question.  Who  told  you  at  any  time  that  capital  would 
come  from  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  recollect  any  one.  I  heard  it  mentioned 
in  the  Council  and  perhaps  out  of  it. 

Question.  If  you  had  known  that  the  bill  was  to  be  as- 
signed to  Brock  &  Co.,  would  jou  have  voted  for  it? 

Answer.  I  question  whether  I  would.  I  can't  say  what 
would  have  been  my  action  then. 

Question.  Why  not? 

Answer.  It  is  very  hard  to  go  back  six  months. 

Question.  I  think  it  is  easy  to  give  a  reason. 

Answer.  Because  I  preferred  Baltimoreans,  if  they  were 
willing  on  the  same  terms  to  invest  their  capital. 

Question.  But  I  understood  you  to  say,  when  you  voted  for 
it,  that  it  Avas  under  the  impression  that  Baltimore  capital , 
would  not  build  it. 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  was  under  the  impression  that  capital 
could  be  procured  very  easily — if  not  in  Baltimore,  from 
Philadelphia.     The  railroad  mania  Avas  very  high  then. 

Question.  Was  it  mentioned  in  fact  to  you  that  the  capital 
was  to  come  from  Baltimore? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  whether  it  was  or  not. 
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Question.  Was  it  mentioned  to  you,  time  and  again,  that 
it  was  to  come  from  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  That  I  cannot  say.  I  heard  intimations  that  it 
would  come  from  there,  or  could  be  procured  there. 

Question.  Can  you  recollect  any  one  who  mentioned  t»hat 
to  you? 

Answer.  No,  really,  I  cannot. 

Question.  Was  it  a  member  of  the  City  Council? 

Answer.  It  may  have  been  and  may  not ;  it  was  talked 
about,  and  Philadelphia  was  cited  very  often  in  regard  to  its 
railroad  enterprise. 

Question.  When  the  bill  was  on  what  you  term  its  pas- 
sage, would  it  have  been  proper  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  under  the  rules  of  your  Council  ? 

Answer.   Certainly. 

Question.  When  the  bill  came  back  with  the  veto  of  the 
Mayor,  did  you  or  not  know  a  three  cent  bill  could  be  passed 
if  introduced,  and  that  it  was  talked  of  and  pending  ? 

Answer.  The  only  information  I  had  was  through  Monta- 
gue, who  offered  a  bill  to  satisfy  the  views  of  the  Mayor,  in 
which  he  proposed  out  of  five  cents  fare  to  give  one-third  to 
the  city  for  parks,  which  virtually  annulled  his  offer  of  three 
cents,  because  it  incraased  the  revenue  to  three  and  a  third 
cents. 

Question.  How  long  was  it  from  the  time  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  Travers  bill  till  it  was  actually  passed  and  became 
a  law  ? 

Answer.   I  think  some  fifteen  or  twenty  days. 

Question.  Was  it  submitted  to  the  Committee  on  Corpora- 
tions once  or  twice  ? 

Answer.  The  manner  of  submitting  bills  at  that  time  was 
by  presenting  petitions  with  accompanying  bills,  which  were 
referred  with  the  other  papers  to  the  Committee,  who  reported 
back  the  bill  to  the  Council.  Sometimes  the  members  sub- 
mitted bills  individually  and  asked  that  they  be  printed. 

J3y  Mr.  Sangston — Question.  At  the  time  I  advised  you  tu 
vote  for  the  four  cent  bill,  was  it  anterior  or  subsequent  to 
Montague's  proposition? 

Answer.  Before. 

Question.  You  were  aware  that  I  had  no  connection  with 
any  of  those  bills  in  any  shape? 

Answer,  I  had  no  suspicion  of  it. 

Question.  State  whether,  when  I  gave  you  that  advice,  I 
did  not  tell  you  that  the  proper  policy  of  the  City  Council 
was  to  give  the  road  to  whoever  would  run  it  at  the  lowest 
price  Avithout  taxation  :  that  the  revenue  to  the  city  would 
be  i'a.v  greater,  from  the  increased  value  given  to  suburban 
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property,  by  ease  of  access  to  it,  and  the  increase  of  taxation 
resulting  from  it_,  tlian  by  any  taxation  on  the  road  itself, 
and  that  hence  in  running  the  road  at  the  lowest  rate  of  fare, 
the  ultimate  result  would  be  a  greater  revenue  than  the  city 
could  derive  by  any  possible  means. 

Answer.  You  did  not  elaborate  it  that  much,  but  you  ar- 
gued in  favor  of  the  four  cent  bill.  At  the  time  the  measures 
were  pending,  they  entered  into  a  very  minute  examination  of 
the  question  of  fare,  and  all  the  matters  pertaining  to  the 
grant — how  the  road  should  be  constructed,  the  quantity  of 
rails,  and  the  ability  of  the  parties ;  and  after  the  virtual 
withdrawal  of  Brooks,  Hoffman  and  Barnum  from  the  bill, 
we  concluded  that  the  three  cent  fare  was  not  a  legitimate 
offer,  but  one  made  from  the  impulse  of  the  moment,  in  con- 
sequence of  disappointment. 

By  a  member  of  the  Committee — Did  you  believe  that  the 
three  cent  fare  could  sustain  itself?" 

Answer.  I  did  not.  If  it  required  two  or  three  hours  tor 
Montague  to  prove  that  a  five  cent  fare  could  pay  |1 0,000 
bonus,  I  did  not  think  he  could  sacrifice  it  for  a  three  cent 
fare.  I  do  not  think  car  horses  can  drag  more  than  a  certain 
number  of  people,  and  if  it  required  an  argument  to  prove 
that  a  company  could  pay  $]  0,000  with  five  cents  tare,  I 
don't  think  there  was  legitimate  ground  for  offering  to  carry 
passengers  at  three  cents. 

Question.  Did  you  look  at  the  offer  of  Montague  as  made 
in  good  faith,  or  simply  to  defeat  the  other  bill  ? 

Answer.  My  decided  impression  was  that  it  was  to  defeat 
the  Travers  bill ;  I  could  not  draw  any  other  inference. 

By  Mr.  Pratt — You  were  informed  that  capitalists  would 
not  take  stock  in  a  three  cent  bill  ? 

Answer.  Afterwards,  by  Mr.  Hoffman,  in  the  mayor's 
office,  while  acting  as  mayor  myself — after  the  passage  of  the 
four  cent  bill. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — But  you  had  not  heard  that  when 
Montague  offered  the  three  cent  amendment  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  say  that  I  voted  for  his  three  cent 
amendment,  upon  consideration  and  consultation,  and  learn- 
ing that  other  parties  who  were  named  in  his  bill  refused  to 
put  their  capital  in  such  a  bill,  I  changed  my  vote  the  next 
day. 

By  a  member  of  the  Committee — Do  you  know  anything  of 
the  rates  of  charge  in  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir — five  cents. 

Question.  Are  the  streetr-i  more  h>vel  there  tlian  in  Balti- 
more ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir — much  easier. 
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Question.  Would  it  take  more  horses  in  Baltimore  than 
Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  Certainly. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — If  the  names  of  Brock  and  his  asso- 
ciates had  been  inserted  in  that  bill,  would  you  have  voted 
for  it  ? 

Answer.  Not  if  any  citizens  of  Baltimore  had  offered  to  do 
it  upon  precisely  the  same  condition.  I  would  have  preferred 
the  citizens  of  Baltimore  upon  the  same  terms. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — You  did  not  know  of  this  contempla- 
ted assignment  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  during  the  pendency  of  the  bill. 

By  a  member  of  the  Committee — Did  you  know  of  any 
fraud  or  corruption  either  directly  or  indirectly  brought  to 
bear  upon  the  City  Council  by  any  of  the  men  in  favor  of  the 
bill  of  Travers  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not.  I  am  perhaps  a  little  tenacious  in  re- 
gard to  the  City  Council,  so  much  abused.  No  objection  ex- 
isted in  regard  to  the  Barnum  bill  after  those  gentlemen, 
known  as  capitalists  of  Baltimore,  were  withdrawn  ;  it  was 
so  evident  that  they  were  associated  for  political  interest,  that 
it  had  a  disparaging  effect  on  the  City  Council.  It  was  evi- 
dently done  for  political  effect,  because  we  could  not  suspect 
any  other  motive.     They  were  put  in  the  bill  afterwards. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — In  justice  to  yourself,  you  kept  aloof 
from  all  the  entanglements  of  this  bill  as  the  presiding  officer 
of  the  body  ? 

Answer.  I  tried  to. 

By  Mr.  Pratt — Was  Mr.  McPhail  the  party  who  got  up 
the  meeting  last  night  for  the  purpose  of  sustaining  Winter 
Davis  for  his  vote  in  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Hambleton — What  has  that  to  do  with  this  matter  ? 

Mr.  Pratt — You  have  charged  us  with  abolition  ;  we  want 
to  bring  home  the  charge  to  you.  The  question  is,  was  not 
McPhail  the  party  who  got  up  the  meeting  last  night  for  the 
purpose  of  repudiating  the  action  of  the  legislature  in  reference 
to  the  vote  of  Winter  Davis  ibr  Speaker  ? 

Answer.  McPhail  certainly  did  desire  to  censure  the  Legis- 
lature for  censuring  Davis,  if  common  report  is  true  ;  I  was 
not  present,  but  that  is  the  rumor  abroad  in  Baltimore. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — Did  that  meeting  come  off? 

Answer.  It  came  off  at  Temperance  Hall  last  night. 
Question.  Did  Mr.  McPhail  preside  ? 

Answer.  He  was  very  active  in  it  to  censure  the  Legisla- 
ture. 
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Question.  I  believe  he  is  an  active  American,  is  he  not,  in 
your  city  ? 

Answer.  He  has  heen. 

John  W.  Eandolph,  called  and  examined  by  Mr.  Pratt. 

Question.  You  were  a  member  of  the  City  Council  whe 
this  ordinance  was  passed? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Of  which  Branch  ? 

Answer.  The  First. 

Question.  Are  you  aware  of  any  money  being  offered  or 
paid  to  any  member  of  the  City  Council  for  their  votes  ? 

Answer.  None  whatever.  I  would  say  in  this  connection 
that  I  was  on  a  committee  appointed  by  the  Council  to  inves- 
tigate that  very  subject,  and  the  committee  met  twenty 
nights  in  succession  and  failed  to  prove  anything  of  the  kind. 

By  Mr.  Campbell — Did  you  vote  for  that  bill  yourself? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Why  did  you  prefer  it  to  the  Brooks  and  Bar- 
num  bill,  or  any  other  measure  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  vote  for  the  bill  originall5^ 

Question.   Which  did  you  prefer  originally  ? 

Answer.  AVhat  was  called  the  omnibus  proprietors  bill. 

By  Mr.  Pratt — Why  did  you  abandon  that  ? 

Answer.  Because  the  representative  of  the  omnibus  pro- 
prietors came  and  told  me  before  the  vote  was  taken  on  their 
bill,  that  they  could  not  succeed  if  the  bill  was  passed,  and 
therefore  they  would  respectfully  decline  receiving  the  grant. 

After  that  you  preferred  the  Travers  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Why? 

Answer.  Because  I  thought  it  was  the  best  for  the  city  of 
Baltimore. 

Question.  It  was  the  best  in  the  condition  in  which  it  was 
antecedently  offered^  with  four  cents  fare  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  they  were  all  five  cents,  except  the  first 
bill  of  Barnum's  and  of  the  omnibus  men,  both  of  which  con- 
templated charging  six  cents. 

Question.  You  are  President  of  the  Savings'  Bank  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  Treasurer. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton.  State  Avho  were  the  parties  who  fur- 
nished the  lumber  for  the  construction  of  this  road  ? 

Answer,  I  really  could  not  answer  that  question  as  to  the 
whole. 

Question.  As  much  as  you  can  ? 
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Answer.  I  know  that  Kandolpii,  (xolibart  &  Co.  furnished 
a  part — about  one-third  of  all  that  has  been  furnished. 

Question.  Who  is  that  Eandolph  ? — any  relation  of  yours? 

Answer.  Andrew  Jackson  Eandolph,  a  brother  of  mine. 

Question.  Have  you  any  interest  in  that  firm? 

Answer.  I  have;  lam  a  silent  partner;  the  "company" 
is  myself.  I  have  not  made  a  contract  for  a  single  dollar's 
worth  of  lumber  for  the  past  ten  years  with  anybody. 

Question.  It  is  not  customary  ibr  silent  j^artners  to  do  so? 

Answer.  Precisely. 

Question.  The  active  partners  always  do  that  ? 

Answer.  Not  always,  generally. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  furnished  the  iron  for  this 
road  ? 

Answer.  Eeport  says  it  was  furnished  by  a  party  in  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Question.  Do  you  know? 

Answer,  I  have  no  means  of  knowing. 

Question.  Do  you  know  or  do  you  not? 

Answer.  I  do  not  wish  to  commit  myself  in  that  way. 

Question.  Do  you  or  not  know  who  furnished  the  iron  ? 

Answer.  I  would  say,  in  answer  to  that,  that  I  understood 
that  John  Foley  represents  the  concern  that  furnished  the 
iron. 

Question.  Do  you  or  not  know  of  your  own  knowledge? 

Answer.  No. 

Question.  You  do  not? 

Answer.  I  have  told  you,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  the  party  who  fur- 
nishi3d  the  iron  actually  moved  from  Eeading,  Pennsylvania, 
or  some  part  of  that  State,  into  Baltimore,  just  preceding  the 
getting  of  that  contract? 

Answer.   I  knov.'-  that  that  is  no  such  thing. 

Question.  Where  does  Foley  reside? 

Answer.  He  did  live  in  Danville,  Pa. 

Question.  How  long  before  the  passage  of  that  grant  did 
he  reside  in  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say  ;  he  married  in  Baltimore  about 
two  years  ago  ;  what  time  he  moved  to  the  city  I  cannot  say, 
but  several  months  before  this  iron  was  furnished. 

Question.  About  how  many? 

Answer.  Well,  say  two. 

Question.  How  long  after  the  passage  of  that  grant  was 
the  iron  furnished  ? 

Answer.  The  advertisement  I  saw  in  the  papers  required 
that  the  delivery  should  be  commenced  within  ten  days. 

Question.   About  how  long  after  the  passage  of  that  grant 
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was  the  irou  to  be  delivered,  according  to  that  advertise- 
ment? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  1  can  recollect  the  dates — a 
very  short  time,  however.  It  was  a  matter  I  had  nothing  to 
do  with. 

Question.  The  ordinance  required  the  parties  should  go  to 
work  after  sixty  days,  state  whether  6r  not  the  iron  was  de- 
livered at  or  about  the  time  this  road  was  begun  ? 

Answer.  There  was  iron  delivered  within  the  time  speci- 
fied ;  by  whom  I  do  not  know  ;  I  saw  it  delivered  about  the 
time  the  road  was  commenced. 

Question.  You  say  Foley  moved  to  Baltimore  about  two 
months  previous  to  tlae  beginning  of  the  delivery  of  this  iron, 
at  whose  instigation  did  he  come  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  he  talked  of  coming  as  a  retired 
merchant. 

Question.  To  whom  did  he  talk  ? 

Answer.  To  a  number  of  his  friends. 

Question.  Dkl  he  to  yon  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  he  did  directly  to  me. 

Question.  Please  state  whether  he  did  or  not  ? 

Answer.  Not  directly  to  me,  but  in  my  presence  ? 

Question.  Can  you  remember  what  transpired  at  the  time 
that  conversation  took  place  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  State  whether  Foley  has  a  partner,  secret  or 
open  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Where  is  the  iron  manufactured  or  the  rolling 
done? 

Answer.  Eeport  says  at  Danville  ;  I  do  not  know,  except 
what  report  says. 

Question.  I  will  ask  you,  whether  or  not  you  have,  or  ever 
had,  or  expect  to  have,  any  interest  in  the  delivery  of  that 
iron? 

Question.  That  you  want  a  categorical  answer  to  ? 

Counsel.  Yes,  sir. 

Witness.  No. 

Question.  You  know  nothing  in  relation  to  the  contract 
for  the  iron  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  whatever. 

Question.  You  say  you  were  on  a  committee  of  investiga- 
tion, appointed  by  the  City  Council,  was  that  examination 
conducted  under  oath  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  but  most  of  the  parties  stated  that  they 
were  ready  to  swear. 
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Question.  Had  you  any  power  to  compel  the  attendance  of 
parties  who  did  not  wish  to  come  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  any,  whose  presence  you  desired,  refuse  to 
come? 

Answer.  Oh,  yes,  a  great  many. 

Question.  Give  us  the  names  of  some  ? 

Answer.  We  asked  a  man  by  the  name  of  Jonathan  Brock 
to  come,  Wm.  H.  Travers,  Mr.  Browning,  Mr.  DeGroey,  Mr. 
Cathcart,  Mr.  Sumwalt,  Ignatius  Barton,  and  a  great  many 
others. 

Question.  They  were  notified  that  you  were  in  session  for 
the  investigation  of  the  transaction? 

Answer.  I  presume  they  were  through  Dr.  Bunting,  who 
was  our  messenger. 

Question.  Did  you  notify  them  more  than  once  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so. 

Question.  State  why  it  was  you  were  particularly  anxious 
to  have  Brock,  Travers,  and  Browning,  and  the  rest  of  those 
gentlemen.  Did  you  consider  their  testimony  of  importance 
or  not? 

Answer.  We  were  directed  to  call  upon  these  parties  in 
view  of  the  message  of  the  Mayor. 

Question.  You  did  call  upon  them,  in  some  instances  tAvice, 
and  they  refused  and  never  did  appear  ? 

Answer.  They  never  did  appear  ;  Travers  and  his  party 
answered  us  by  letter. 

Question.  What  did  they  say  ? 

Answer.  That  they  had  made  a  statement  of  all  the  mat- 
ters connected  with  this  affair  in  a  public  newspaper  in  Bal- 
timore, a  copy  of  which  they  sent  to  us  for  our  information  ; 
further  than  that  they  had  nothing  to  say. 

Question.  Then  they  acknowledged  the  receipt  of  your 
summons  to  appear  before  them  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  and  that  was  their  answer. 

(Question.  That  they  had  said  all  they  intended  to  say;  was 
that  the  purport  of  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  believe  so. 

Question.  If  you  had  had  power  to  compel  the  attendance 
of  the  parties  would  you  have  done  it  ? 

Answer.  Well,  I  really  do  not  know;  after  1  got  that  letter 
I  doubt  whether  I  would. 

Question.  You  assembled  to  investigate  thi.s  juatter,  and 
particularly  to  call  those  gentlemen  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  we  were  notified  in  the  City  Council 
that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  corruption,  and  that  certain 
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things  would  be  exposed  if  the  committee  should  be  raised ; 
we  expected  startling  developments. 

By  Mr.  Pratt — How  long  have  you  resided  in  Baltimore? 
Answer.     I  must  make  a  calculation  ;  from  1822  up  to  the 
present  time,  and  five  years  previous  to  that. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — May  be  you  were  born  here  ? 

Answer.  No,  I  was  born  in  Cecil  county  ;  I  came  to  Balti- 
more at  four  years  of  age  and  went  back,  and  then  returned 
again  in  1822. 

By  Mr.  Pratt — Are  you  sufficiently  acquainted  with  the 
business  of  j^assenger  railroads  to  say  whether  a  three  cent 
fare  would  support  a  road  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  am  not ;  I  saw  a  great  many  calcula- 
tions made  in  the  City  Council. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — When  was  that  contract  of  E,andolph, 
Golibart  &  Co.  made  with  Brock  &  Co.? 

Answer.  Really  I  do  not  know  ;  I  had  nothing  to  do  with 
it. 

Question.  Can  you  say  whether  it  was  after  or  before  the 
time  of  the  passage  of  the  ordinance  ? 

Answer.  I  know  it  was  after. 

By  Mr.  Pratt — Was  there  any  promise  or  intimation  made 
to  you  that  a  contract  would  be  made  with  the  firm  of  which 
you  are  a  partner,  provided  the  bill  passed? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  none  Avhatever — no  kind  of  intimation. 

Bv  Mr.  Hambleton — Have  you  stated  all  you  know  in  con- 
nection with  the  passenger  city  railway  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir,  not  a  tenth  part. 

Question.  Your  account  is  interesting  ;  perhaps  you  had 
better  give  a  little  more. 

Answer.  I  had  rather  answer  your  questions. 

By  a  member  of  the  Committee — Did  not  these  grantees 
send  you  a  long  communication  in  answer  to  your  summons? 

Answer.  It  Avas  tolerably  long  ;  they  referred  to  a  long- 
communication  they  had  published — I  think  a  column  and  a 
}ialf — which  they  said  gave  all  the  information  they  had  in 
reference  to  the  matter. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — Did  you  look  at  that  communication  ? 

Answer.  I  did  very  carefully. 

Question.  Did  they  say  in  it  that  they  had  paid  the  gran" 
tees  $500  apiece  ?  _ 

Answer.  No,  sir,  tiiey  did  not ;  they  had  not  done  it  then 
I  know.  My  neighbor  Cathcp.rt  told  me  so,  and  T  have  no 
reason  to  doubt  his  word. 
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Question.  Wasn't  Cathcart  one  of  the  grantees  ?  How  did 
it  occur  ? 

Answer.  Said  I,  '-Cathcart,  I  understand  you  fellows  have 
been  getting  a  great  deal  of  money."  He  said  to  me  most 
positively  that  he  had  never  seen  a  cent  at  that  time. 

Question.  Did  he  say  he  ever  expected  it  ? 

Answer.  He  said,  "'I  will  sell  you  all  the  interest  I  expect 
to  have  for  |500."'  Said  I,  "I  wouldn't  give  you  five  cents." 
That  was  said  by  Cathcart,  a  man  I  never  knew  to  tell  a  lie. 

Kobert  Cathcart,  called  and  examined  by  Mr.  Pratt. 

Question.  You  were  one  of  the  grantees  of  the  Travers 
grant  ? 

Answer.   I  was. 

Question.  Did  you,  to  your  knowledge,  or  either  of  your 
associates,  pay  to  any  member  of  the  City  Council,  or  offer 
to  pay,  anything  for  the  passage  of  that  grant  ? 

Answer.  Xo,  sir. 

Question.  There  was  no  agent  on  your  part  that  you  are 
aware  of  that  made  any  ofier  ? 

Answer.  iSTone  whatever. 

Q.uestiou.  Directly  or  indirectly  ? 

Answer,  iiveither  ;  I  never  knew  of  any  money  passing  iu 
any  way  in  reference  to  the  City  Council. 

Question.   You  are  now  superintendent  of  this  road"? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Can  you  give  U8  any  idea  of  the  daily  expense  of 
running  it. 

Answer.  My  calculation  is  that  the  daily  expense  is  from 
.$10.75  to  §10.^90  a  car. 

Question.  How  many  cars  are  there  ? 

Answer.  At  present  49. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  amount  of  receipts  ? 

Answer.    Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Would  three  cents  fare  pay  you  for  the  present 
running  of  the  road? 

Answer.  It  is  my  decided  conviction,  from  careful  examina- 
tion, (1  liave  not  the  figures  Avith  me,)  that  three  cents  fare 
would  be  a  sinking  operation.  I  would  not  own  a  cent's 
worth  of  stock  in  a  three  cent  road  with  my  present  know- 
ledge of  the  matter. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  iu  any  city  of  the  United 
States  a  passenger  railroad  is  run  for  a  fare  as  low  as  three 
cents  ? 

Answer.   I  do  not  know  of  any  as  low  as  four  cents. 

Question .  Wliat  is  the  lowest  ? 
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Answer.  Five  cents  ;  in  Philadelphia,  New  York,  Boston, 
Cincinnati,  St.  Louis  ;  that  is  the  extent  of  my  knowledge. 

Question.  x\nd  you  think  from  your  knowledge  of  the 
working  of  this  road,  that  it  could  not  be  conducted  for  a 
three  cent  fare  ? 

Answer.  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  of  that  fact. 

By  Mr.  Sangston — Question.  Be  kind  enough  to  state  how 
you  arrive  at  the  result  that  the  cost  of  running  a  car  is  $10 
and  upwards  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  tell  you  impromptu  ;  I  did  not  come 
here  prepared  to  exhibit  any  such  accounts. 

(Question.  Do  you  have  your  belief  that  a  three  cent  fare 
would  not  pay  on  the  receipts  in  mid- winter  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  and  making  average  of  the  running  the 
year  round. 

Q,uestion.  Have  you  ever  had  the  experience  of  a  summer 
season  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  except  so  far,  as  a  limited  number  of  cars 
were  run. 

By  Mr.  Campbell.  When  did  you  begin  ? 

Answer.  The  28th  of  July. 

By  Mr.  Sangston.  During  that  time,  what  were  the  receipts 
of  those  cars  ? 

Answer.  That  I  am  unable  to  say  ;  I  regret  that  I  did  not 
bring  my  memorandum  with  me. 

Question.  Was  it  not  in  the  neighborhood  of  twenty-five 
or  thirty  dollars  a  car  per  day  ? 

Answer.  No  sir,  the  average,  I  think,  was  not  more  than 
$15. 

Question.  I  am  speaking  now  of  the  time  you  ran  them  in 
the  summer,  and  when  you  ran  them  at  three  cents  at  each 
end  ;  what  were  the  receipts  at  that  period  ? 

Answer.  At  that  time,  you  will  remember,  v.^e  were  only 
running  some  six  cars. 

Question.  Six  on  each  end  ? 

Answer.  For  six  weeks  we  had  only  two  car.s,  which  carried 
all  the  passengers  ;  then  they  v/ere  over-loaded. 

Question.  At  the  time  there  were  12  cars,  how  v/as  it? 

Answer.  I  think  the  average  was  iTom  $18  to  $20. 

Question.  At  three  cents  fare? 

Answer.  It  was  really  six  cents  fare,  because  we  only  ran 
part  way. 

Question.  But  you  took  some  passengers  through  ? 

Answer.  Frequently  did. 
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is  it  likely  you  will  have  any  of  it  at  the  other  terminus  ;  do 
you  not  droji  and  take  on  passengers  so  that  the  entire  load  is 
changed  during  the  trip  ? 

Answers.  Frequently  ;  it  is  often  the  case  that  passengers 
run  clear  through. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton.  I  believe  you  are  a  brother  of  Cathcart 
who  sat  in  the  City  Council  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  him  in 
relation  to  this  bill  before  it  was  passed  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Please  state  what  it  was. 

Answer.  Will  you  allow  me  to  state  it  in  my  own  way  ? 

Counsel.  I  will. 

Witness.  I  had  a  feeling  in  favor  of  this  railroad  project 
from  the  beginning,  and  all  my  exertions  were  in  favor  of  the 
omnibus  men.  Coleman  &  Berry  were  my  neighbors,  and  I 
was  desirous  that  t\\ej  should  obtain  the  grant.  It  is  hardly 
necessary  to  go  into  details  as  to  what  I  did  ;  but  when  the 
time  arrived,  Coleman  &  Berry  came  and  assured  me  that 
they  had  been  all  over  Baltimore,  and  could  not  getbutSSO,- 
000  subscribed  towards  building  the  passenger  railroad. 

By  Mr.  Pratt.  That  was  on  Baltimore  street  alone  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  ;  I  am  not  sure  of  that ;  I  do  not 
know  that  I  had  ever  read  their  bill  at  that  time.  The  Tra- 
vers  bill  was  not  in  existence  then.  When  I  became  associa- 
ted with  the  Tr avers  bill  they  assured  me  the  capital  could 
not  be  furnished  in  Baltimore.  I  became  a  grantee  in  the 
Travers  bill  at  the  instance  of  Thomas  Sewall,  a  member  of 
the  City  Council.  After  that  time  I  had  frequent  conversa- 
tions with  my  brother  with  reference  to  the  bill_,  but  what  they 
were  I  could  not  pretend  to  say  now — just  such  conversations 
as  I  suppose  all  you  gentlemen  have  had  on  similar  subjects. 
But  never  by  any  offer  of  fee  or  reward  with  money,  or  any- 
thing of  that  kind,  did  I  ever  approach  him  on  the  subject  of 
giving  his  support  to  this  bill.  The  omnibus  men  then  with- 
drew in  favor  of  that  bill,,  and  I  went  in  with  Sewall  in  favor 
of  it,  and  got  it  passed. 

By  Mr.  Saugston.  It  gave  the  omnibus  men  a  bonus? 

Answer.  It  set  them  on  their  feet. 

Question,  Did  they  withdraw  in  consequence  of  the  bonus 
by  the  Travers  company,  or  in  consequence  of  the  three  cent 
proposition  ? 

Answer,  I  do  not  know. 
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Q,iiestioii.  What  was  the  bonus  ? 

Answer.  It  is  in  the  bill — to  buy  out  their  horses  and  om- 
nibuses. 

Question.  You  are  superintendent  now  ;  who  gave  you 
that  office  ? 

Answer.  Well — that  is  a  question  I  cannot  answer;  I  natu- 
rally went  right  into  it ;  I  considered  myself  so  identified 
with  it  from  the  first. 

Question.  You  just  squatted  in  it  without  anybody's  as- 
sistance? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  had  any  assistance. 

Question.  Do  you  say  you  became  general  superintendent 
of  this  entire  road  by  a  natural  course  of  events? 

Answer.  There  has  been  no  regular  organization,  of  course, 
of  the  company,  and  cannot  be  until  the  charter  is  procured; 
it  is  now  working  under  an  association  of  those  gentlemen 
who  furnish  the  capital,  and  I  was,  I  suppose,  by  general 
consent,  selected  to  take  charge  of  these  matters. 

Question.  Wlio  told  you,  you  had  been  selected  by  general 
consent  ? 

Answer.  Well,  I  do  not  know  that  any  one  toldnne. 

Question.  Is  not  it  a  very  important  station  ? 

Answer.  It  is. 

Question.  What  is  your  salary? 

Answer.  That  has  never  been  fixed. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  received  anything  for  it? 

Answer.  I  have  received,  I  think,  |125  since  my  connec- 
tion with  it. 

Question.  Who  paid  that? 

Answer.  I  took  it  out  of  the  receipts  ;  I  received  it  from 
the  bookkeeper,  of  course,  at  the  office. 

Question.  To  whom  do  you  return  the  receipts? 

Answer.  I  bank  the  receipts  every  day_,  reserving  a  balance 
to  pay  off  the  hands  at  the  end  of  the  week. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton.  Do  you  say  you  do  not  hold  your  office 
under  an  appointment  of  the  association  under  which  that 
road  is  at  present  worked  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  positive  appointment,  except  by  gene- 
ral consent. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone.  Who  are  the  parties  interested  ? 

Answer.  Brock  &  Co.  and  my  associates,  the  grantees. 

Question.  Are  they  interested  now  ? 

Answer.  They  have  the  same  interest  now,  that  they  had 
from  the  first ;  they  feel  an  interest  in  the  success  of  the  en- 
terprise. 
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Question,  Have  they  any  other  interest  than  iu  xegard  to 
its  success  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Is  their  interest  in  the  success  such  as  to  justify 
them  in  ])uttiug  you  as  superintendent  ? 

Answer.   They  did  not  put  nie  in. 

Question.  Who  did  ? 

Answer.  Nobody,  sir.  You  understand  my  position,  Mr. 
Hambleton. 

Question.   That  is  what  I  want  to  get  at? 
AnsAver.  You  know  how  this  thing  was  begun. 

Counsel.  No,  I  do  not. 

Witness.  I  should  judge  you  did  from  the  questions  you 
put. 

Question.  I  want  you  to  state  to  the  Committee  how  you 
hold  your  office  as  General  Superintendent  ? 

Answer.  That  would  be  very  difficult  for  me  to  do. 

Q-uestion.  Will  you  state  whether  in  truth  and  in  fact  you 
ever  knew  an  instance,  except  your  own,  where  a  man  held  a 
lucrative  office  without  appointment,  got  hap-hazard  ? 

Answer.  There  has  been  no  regular  appointment  of  any- 
body. 

Question.  Are  you  working  for  pay? 

Answer.   Certainly. 

Question .  Who  pays  you  ? 

Ansvv^er.  I  get  my  pay  from  the  funds,  and  I  have  not  got 
any  pay,  except  what  I  have  told  you. 

Question.  Do  you  expect  any  ? 
Answer.    Certainly. 

Question.  To  whom  do  you  look  for  it? 
Answer.  I  look  to  the  road. 

Question.  Do  you  expect  the  road  to  bocome  animated  and 
pay  you  ? 

Answer.  I  mean  the  receipts  of  the  road. 
Question.  Who  are  the  men  you  expect  to  pay  the  money 
into  your  hands  ? 

Answer.  The  man  that  pays — the  paymaster,  whoever  he 
may  be.     I  am  paymaster  at  present,  I  pay  myself. 

Question.  Then  you  would  have  this  Committee  infer  that 
you  hold  the  office  by  mere  hap-hazard? 

Answer.  I  dad  not  say  any  such  thing  ;  I  have  not  en- 
deavored to  leave  any  such  impression  upon  the  minds  of  the 
Committee. 

11 
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Q,uestiou.  Then  yon.  will  oblige  me  by  just  telling  me  how 
you  hold  your  office — by  whose  appointment? 

Answer.  I  tell  you  there  has  been  no  regular  appointment 
made,  because  there  was  no  regular  organized  company.  I 
was  requested  to  take  that  position  by  Mr.  Brock. 

Counsel.  That  is  Avhat  I  wanted  to  get  at. 

Witness.  Exactly. 

Question.  Don't  you  consider  that  an  appointment  ? 

Answer,  You  may  consider  it  what  you  please. 

Counsel.  You  would  have  saved  us  all  this  trouble  by 
stating  this  at  first. 

Witness,  I  saw  evidently  that  you  wanted  to  question  me, 
and  I  was  willing  you  should  go  on. 

Question.  When  did  he  first  mention  this  matter  of  being 
superintendent  ? 

Answer.  That  I  am  unable  to  say. 
Question.  A¥hen  did  you  first  ever  see  him  ? 

Answer.  Not  till  after  the  bill  had  passed  ;  I  never  knew 
such  a  man  in  existence  before. 

Question,  How  long  after? 

Answer,  I  think  it  was  about  three  days. 

Question.  How  long  after  the  passage  of  the  bill  was  the 
assignment  executed  ? 

Answer.  It  strikes  me  it  was  witliin  a  week,  but  I  am  not 
certain. 

Question.  It  is  conceded  it  was  four  days.  Where  did  you 
first  see  liim  ? 

Answer.  In  Baltimore. 

Question .   Whereabouts  ? 

Answer.  At  the  Maltby  House. 

Question.  Did  you  go  to  him  or  did  he  send  for  you? 

Answer.  I  went  to  see  him  I  think  at  the  request  of  Brown- 
ing- 
Question.  Did  Browning  say  at  the  time  what  he  wanted 

you  to  go  lor  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  he  said  those  gentlemen  were  in  Balti- 
more who  were  ready  -s^iith  the  capital  to  build  this  road,  and 
wished  to  meet  the  original  grantees. 

Question.  State  what  transpired  after  you  got  to  the  Maltby 
House  in  relation  to  the  assignment  ? 

Ansv/er.  As  near  as  I  can  recollect  about  the  first  thing 
that  was  done  was  the  introduction  to  those  gentlemen  ;  then 
the  matter  of  arranging  for  the  furnishing  of  this  capital  to 
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l)uild  this  railway  was  talked  of,  and,  as  was  stated  by  tbe 
grantees  who  were  on  the  stand  before,  the  arrangements 
were  made  in  accordance  with  tlie  provisions  of  that  bond 
that  has  been  spolren  of  here. 

Question.  Was  there  a  bond  given  ? 
Answer,   Certainly  there  was. 
Question.  From  them  to  you? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  At  the  time  this  bill  was  pending  had  you  or 
not  any  idea  of  an  assignment  being  made,  or  in  contempla- 
tion? 

Answer.  I  never  dreamed  of  such  a  thing  myself. 

Question.  Was  it  a  matter  of  surprise  to  you  wlien  Brown- 
ing told  you  they  wanted  to  meet  you  at  the  Maltby  House  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  that  was  my  first  intimation.  Perhaps 
1  could  put  the  thing  in  a  better  shape  if  I  were  to  tell  you 
.something  of  the  earlier  stages  of  my  connection. 

Counsel.  If  it  will  elucidate  tlie  matter  you  can  doso. 

Witness.  When  I  iirst  allowed  my  name  to  come  into  the 
grant,  in  my  conversation  v/ith  Sew^all  on  the  subject,  I  told 
him  all  I  desired  of  him  was  to  assure  me  tliat  capital  should 
l)e  furnished  to  build  the  railroad.  At  that  time  it  was 
doubtful  among  our  people  whether  enough  capital  could  be 
furnished,  and  I  did  not  wish  to  be  connected  with  anything 
that  was  going  to  turn  out  to  bo  a  humbug.  Mr.  Sewall  as- 
sured me  that  tlie  capital  would  be  furnished,  and  I  became 
perfectly  satisfied  and  let  him  use  my  name. 

Question.  Did  he  say  where  it  v/ould  come  iromir' 
Answer.  iSio,  sir  ;  I  did  not  ask  him  ;  I  did  not  care. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  ever  receive  from  Brock  &  Co. 
$500? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Where  did  you  receive  it ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  in  Travers'  house  ;  that  \ya,s  long 
after  the  assignment  was  made.  1  will  say  in  connection 
with  that  fact  that  I  had  no  expectation  of  anything  of  the 
kind,  nor  was  any  intimation  given  to  me  by  Mr.  Brock  or 
those  assignees  that  we  were  even  to  get  anything.  I  made 
that  assignment  in  good  faith  as  a  security  for  the  capital 
they  were  to  furnish  to  build  this  road,  and  I  thought  I  w.^s 
doing  a  very  good  thing  when  I  did  it,  and  I  think  so  still. 
After  the  thing  was  done  those  gentlemen  tendered  me  §^500, 
and  I  accepted  it :  and  I  would  like  to  see  the  man  who  would 
not  accept  $500.     I  look  upon  it  as  done  in   consideration  of 
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the  little  trouble  and  probable  expense  that  we  had  been  to, 
as  grantees.  I  had  taken  considerable  interest  in  the  matter 
and  negotiated  with  the  omnibus  men. 

Question.  Then  you  were  at  some  little  expense  and  trou- 
ble? 

Answer.  We  were  at  considerable  expense  answering  the 
reports  in  the  papers. 

Question.  Do  you  know  hov/  much  ? 

Answer.  Indeed  I  do  not. 

Question.  Was  it  $25  ? 

Answer.  I  never  took  a  minute  of  it. 

Question.  Up  to  the  time  you  met  at  the  Mai  thy  House,  to 
make  the  assignment,  you  say  you  had  been  to  some  expense 
and  trouble  in  the  passage  of  the  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  about  the  expenses  up  to  the  time 
of  the  assignment,  but  I  had  been  at  some  trouble  ;  we  were 
at  some  expense  afterwards. 

Question.  Did  you  make  the  transfer  to  Brock  &  Co.  as  a 
gift  without  any  consideration  whatever  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  State  what  the  consideration  was? 

Answer.  The  consideration  was  the  bond  they  gave  us  for 
the  faithful  carrying  out  of  the  ordinance,  and  that  it  should 
be  in  the  hands  of  Baltimoreans  just  as  the  ordinance  defined 
it.  We  gave  them  that  assignment  as  a  security  for  their 
capital ;  we  had  not  the  capital  to  build  the  road. 

Question.  What  became  of  that  bond  ? 

Answer.  It  was  placed  in  Sewall's  hands  for  safe  keeping. 

Question.  Have  these  parties  carried  out  in  good  faith  the 
provisions  of  that  bond  ? 

Answer.  So  far  as  my  knowledge  I  think  they  have. 

Question.  Have  they  ever  opened  the  books  ? 

Answer.  No  ;  the  original  grantees  opened  the  books. 

Question.  State  whether  or  not  you  consider  that  they  have 
carried  out  in  good  faith  all   they  pledged  themselves  to  do. 

Answer.  With,  perhaps,  the  exception  of  the  7th  section 
of  the  ordinance. 

Question.   Can't  you  recollect  any  other  omission  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  any  other  except  that  Mr.  Brock 
lias,  in  a  great  many  instances,  made  appointments  of  con- 
ductors which  we  consented  to,  not  caring  to  trouble  our- 
flelves  about  it. 

Question.  Just  give  us  an  idea  of  what  the  characters  of 
those  conductors  were  that  you  objected  to. 
Answer.  I  said  that  we  did  not  object. 
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Q,uestioii,  Who  were  they  ? 

Answer.  I  put  several  on  myself,  and  Mr.  Brock  put  some 
on. 

Question.  Was  it  understood  that  the  assignees  were  not 
to  appoint  officers  ? 

Answer.  It  seems  to  me  that  was  in  the  hond.  I  did  not 
read  it ;  I  depended  upon  Travers,  who  assured  me  it  was  all 
right — on  his  ahility  to  draw  and  execute  such  an  instru- 
ment. 

Question.  State  what  transpired  hf.tween  you  and  Brock  at 
the  time  he  gave  you  the  .$500. 

Answer.  Not  a  word  was  said  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Did  he  give  it  to  you  in  money  or  a  check  ? 

Answer.  In  money. 

Question.  Just  handed  it  to  you  and  said  nothing  ? 

Answer.  Just  handed  ifc  to  me  and  said  nothing  that  I 
know  of ;  I  don't  remember  his  saying  a  word. 

Question.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  man  came  up  to 
you,  handed  you  |500,  and  you  put  it  in  your  pocket  without 
even  asking  him  what  it  was  for,  or  anything  about  it  ? 

Answer.  I  do  state  it,  most  certainly.  I  concluded  what  it 
was  for  ;  that  it  was  as  a  kind  of  a  present  to  our  five  men 
who  were  in  the  bill. 

Question.  Have  you  any  interest  whatever  in  the  right 
now? 

Witness — Do  you  mean  pecuniary  interest  ? 

Counsel — Yes,  sir. 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.   Have  you  ever  attempted  to  enforce  that  bond? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  call  for  it? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  it  was  ever  called  for  by 
your  associates  ? 

Answer.  I  think  Travers  and  Browning  called  on  Sewall 
for  it. 

Question.   Did  they  get  it?  ^ 

Answer.  No,  sir. 
•  Question.  Why? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  Sewell  told  me  he  intended  to 
bring  it  down  and  give  it  to  them. 

Question.    When  was  that? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  when  it  was. 

Question.  Did  you  or  your  brother  have  any  contracts 
with  that  company,  in  any  shape  ? 

Answer.  My  brother  has. 

Question.  What  was  his  contract  ? 
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Answer.  He  was  associated  with  Slioemaker  and  Beachem 
in  building  the  Baltimore  street  line. 

Question.  Is  your  brother  a  member  of  the  City  Council? 

Answer.  He  is  a  member  of  the  Second  Branch,  and  voted 
for  the  bill. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone.  At  what  sum  per  mile  was  the  contract 
made  ? 

Answer.  |8,500,  I  think. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton.  Do  you  know  who  furnished  the  iron 
for  the  road  ? 

Answer,  A  gentleman  by  the  name  of  Hancock,  in  Dan- 
ville, Pa. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  know  a  Mr.  Foley  in  any  way  con- 
nected Avith  that  iron  contract  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  he  acted  as  agent  for  Plancock ;  was  a 
former  partner  with  him  ;  sold  out  to  him  and  retired  from 
business,  and  settled  in  Baltimore  to  live  on  his  means. 

Question.  How  long  since. 

Answer.  I  think  he  has  been  in  Baltimore  over  a  year. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  exactly.  I  know  he  Avas  here  a 
considerable  time  before  the  bill  was  passed  in  the  Council, 
and  that  after  it  was  passed  he  called  on  me  and  said  he 
would  like  to  have  his  old  partner  furnish  the  iron. 

Question.     Were  you  summoned  before  the  investigating 
committee  of  the  City  Council  ? 
Answer.  I  was. 
Uuestion.  Did  you  go? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 
(Question.  "Why  ? 
Answer.  I  concluded  to  send  our  answer  in  v/riting. 

Question.  Did  you  meet  together  and  have  some  action 
about  that  answer  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  and  ail  signed  it — all  live  grantees. 
Question.  Anybody  else? 
vlnswer.  No  one  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  consider  it  your  duty  to  go  be- 
fore the  committee  of  the  Conncil  when  they  summoned  you? 

Answer.  Well,  no  ;  I  hardly  considered  it  my  duty.  Per- 
haps I  ought  not  to  say  that  ;  still  I  concluded  I  would  not 
go,  but  we  would  answer  in  the  way  we  did,  which  was  as 
good  a  way  as  any  other  to  give  in  our  testimony. 

Question.  You  considered  that  by  sending  that  communi- 
cation, you  were  testifying  as  well  before  them  as  if  you  had 
gone  in  person  and  been  subjected  to  a  full  examination  and 
cross-examination  ? 
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Answer.  Well,  J.  don't  know  that  I  thought  of  that  matter 
at  all. 

Question,  You  thought  you  could  give  all  the  evidence  as 
well  in  that  way  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  thought  anything  ahout  a 
cross-examination  ;  my  greatest  care  was  our  testimony  being 
reported  correctly. 

Cluestion.  Were  you  afraid  to  go  there  because  it  would 
not  be  reported  correctly  ? 

Answer.  I  wanted  all  I  said  to  be  distinctly  under.gtood  ; 
that  was  one  of  the  reasons. 

Question.  Did  you  apprehend  it  would  not  be  distinctly 
understood  ? 

Answer.  Well,  yes,  I  did. 

Question.  Had  you  ever  been  before  any  other  committee? 

Answer.  No,  I  had  not. 

Question.  What  reason  had  you  to  suppose  it  v,'Ould  not 
be  correctly  reported  ? 

Answer.  Perhaps  I  had  no  good  reason  ;  it  might  have 
been  an  eifusion  of  my  own  brain. 

Question.  Then  you  acted  on  an  effusion  of  your  ovrn 
brain  ? 

Answer.  That  is  the  way  I  generally  act. 

Question.  Had  there  not  been  various  charges  made  against 
you  gentlemen — newspaper  rumors  ? 

Answer.  No  direct  charges. 

Question.  Not  direct,  but  you  understood  the  comments 
made  b}^  the  press  ? 

Answer.  Yes  ;  and  that  is  going  on  yet. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  feel  enough  interest  in  your  pri- 
vate character  to  go  before  that  Committee  ? 

Answer.  I  concluded  we  were  exhonorating  ourselves  by 
letter,  just  as  much  as  by  testimoney — our  testimoney  was 
read  before  the  Committee. 

Question.  Suppose  you  had  been  on  that  Committee,  would 
you  have  considered  it  as  satisfactory  to  have  received  a  com- 
munication as  to  have  the  parties  come  in  person  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  I  would  consider  ;  there  is  a 
great  difference  between  a  judge  and  a  witness. 

Question.  Do  you  say,  upon  your  oath,  that  you  considered 
you  were  discharging  your  duty  to  the  Committee  when  you 
refused  to  go,  but  sent  them  a  written  communication? 

Answer.  I  do  not  say  so  ;  it  may  be  I  did  not  do  my  duty, 
as  I  said  before. 


Question .  Then  state  what  reason  induced  you  to  absent 
yourself? 

Answer.  We  met  together — the  five  grantees — and  con- 
cluded to  send  our  testimony  in  writing,  I  have  said  that 
three  times  ;  I  hope  you  will  not  ask  me  any  more. 

Question,  Who  made  the  proposition  ? 

Answer.  Some  of  the  grantees.  It  did  not  come  from  me. 
I  acceded  to  it  and  signed  the  communication. 

Question.  You  never  went  before  the  Committee? 

Answer.  I  never  went ;  I  may  have  failed  in  my  duty  in 
that  respect. 

Answer.  Did  you  ever  consult  with  anybody  else  but  the 
associates  about  going  before  the  Committee  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  remember  that  I  ever  did. 

Question.  Were  you  summoned  more  than  once  ? 

Answer.  Now  really  I  cannot  say,  hut  it  seems  to  me  there 
was  a  second  summons. 

Cluestion.  Were  you  not  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  City 
Council  had  not  the  power  to  compel  your  attendance. 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  was  at  the  time.  I  do  not 
think  1  was.  We  concluded  to  send  our  answer,  which  we 
did,  and  they  accepted  and  read  it. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  Mr. 
Wood  in  relation  to  that  matter. 

Answer.  I  think  I  have. 

Question.  Can  you  give  us  an  idea  of  what  it  was? 

Answer.  Indeed  I  cannot.  It  was  a  desultory  conversa- 
tion ;  not  about  any  point  in  particular.  I  met  him  in 
Browning's  office,  and  we  conversed  about  the  probability  of 
the  passage  of  the  bill.     That  was  all. 

Question.  Did  3'^ou  ever  have  any  conversation  with  Thomas 
H.  Gardner  about  the  matter  ? 

Answer.  I  never  knew  him  till  the  bill  was  passed — would 
not  have  known  him  if  I  had  met  him  in  the  street. 

Question.  Have  you  stated  all  you  know  material  to  the 
matter  now  before  this  Committee? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have. 

By  Mr,  Blakistone — Question.  How  many  miles  of  railroad 
track  has  been  laid  doAvn. 

Answer.  I  think  some  sixteen  miles  of  single  track — per- 
haps it  may  be  seventeen. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  contracts  which  have 
been  made  for  the  laying  down  of  any  portion  of  the  track, 
except  those  made  wdth  your  brother  and  his  partners  ? 


AiiHwer.^  Frederick  C.  Crowley  built  the  reimsylvauia  and 
G-reen  street  line,  and  Madison  Avenne,  and  Eutaw  street 
line. 

Question.   What  did  he  get? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  |8.000  a  mile.  I  never  looked  at 
the  bill. 

Question.  Were  there  or  not  proposals  advertised  to  lay 
down  this  track  ? 

Answer.   Certainly. 

Question.  Were  there  or  not  bids  at  a  less  sum  than  either 
Crowley  or  your  brother  and  his  partners  contracted  for  ? 

Answer,  There  was  one  bid,  I  think,  for  a  less  sum,  and 
several  for  a  great  deal  more.  The  bid  that  was  for  a  less 
sum  we  deemed  not  a  proper  bid.  »Some  of  us  being  practi- 
cal men,  we  knew,  or  at  least  concluded,  that  the  parties 
bidding  did  not  know  what  they  were  doing,  or  that  it  would 
be  unsafe  to  give  them  the  contract. 

Question.   Who  was  the  party? 

Answer.  I  disremember. 

Question.  Didn't  you  regard  the  bond  of  your  contractors? 

Answer.  We  did  not.  To  have  a  man  undertake  to  lay 
the  road,  and  have  it  [half  done,  will  make  it  cost  twice  as 
much  to  build  it 

Question.  When  a  road  is  half  made  does  it  cost  more  to 
finish  it  than  to  build  the  whole  road  ? 

Answer.  It  might  have  cost  us  a  great  deal  more  if  we  had 
paid  him  for  half  of  it. 

Counsel.  I  don't  understand  that  reasoning. 

Witness.  Why,  he  has  to  be  paid  for  the  road  as  it  goes 
along. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton.  Are  you  a  silent  partner  of  your 
brother  ? 

Answer.  My  brother  and  I  are  connected  in  the  Block  and 
Pump  making  business. 

Question.  Is  he  an  expert  in  laying  down  tracks? 

Answer.  About  as  good  as — 

Question.  Had  he  ever  laid  down  any  before? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Had  the  other  parties,  who  made  bids,  laid  down 
tracks  before  ? 

Answer.  Certainly — experienced  Eailroad  men. 

Question.  It  was  given  to  your  brother.  What  was  the 
name  of  the  firm  ? 

18 
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Answer.  Shoemaker,  Beachem  &  Co.  waa  the  firm.  He 
was  a  practical  engineer,  machinist  and  millwrights  who 
knew  all  about  it. 

Question.  Are  you  in  any  way  interested  with  Shoemaker 
&  Co. — as  silent  partner  in  the  concern  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  no  interest  whatever  in  that  business  ? 

Answer.  None,  except  so  far  as  my  brother's  interest  and 
mine  is  concerned  in  the  Block  and  Pump  making,  and  I  will 
tell  you,  that  is,  if  you  will  let  me. 

Question.  Proceed. 

Answer.  My  brother  and  I  are  each  one-half  interested  in 
all  we  make.  '  If  I  make  a  dollar  by  serving  on  a  jury,  or  as 
a  witness,  he  gets  half  of  it.     We  divide  all  we  make. 

Question.  He  gets  half  of  this  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone.  You  get  one-half  of  that  Railroad  con- 
tract ? 

Answer.  He  is  interested  in  that.  He  has  the  Block  and 
Pump  business,  and  builds  the  railroad,  while  I  superintend, 
and  one-half  I  get  he  gets,  and  one-half  he  makes  in  the 
Block  and  Pump  business,  I  get.  Is  there  any  impropriety 
in  that  ? 

Question.  Then  you  get  half  he  makes  in  the  railroad  busi- 
ness? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  my  name  is  not  associated  with  Shoe- 
maker, Beachem  &  Co. 

By  Mr.  Pratt — Question.  Were  you  aware,  at  the  time  of 
this  assignment,  that  you  were  to  be  the  general  manager,  or 
Superintendent,  or  whatever  is  your  present  position,  on  the 
railroad  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  it  was  suggested  to  me  afterwards. 

Question.  Was  your  brother  aware,  at  the  time  he  voted 
for  the  bill,  that  you  were  to  have  this  office? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  there  was  no  such  thing  entered  his  mind. 

Question.  Was  the  written  communication,  that  the  gran- 
tees sent  to  the  Committee,  a  true  statement  of  what  you 
knew  ? 

Answer.  It  was,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect,  at  the  time. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton.  Did  you  state  all  you  knew  in  that 
communication  ? 

Answer.  Perhaps  I  could  not  tell  if  I  saw  it.  What  I 
stated  was  true. 

By  the  Chairman.  Look  at  that  book  and  state  whether  it 
is  a  true  copy  of  the  record  book  opened  by  the  grantees  of 
that  ordinance. 
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Answer.   [Looks  at  the  book.]  Those  names  are  right. 

Question.  Will  you  endorse  the  truthfulness  of  that  cer- 
tificate ? 

Answer.  I  would  have  to  sec  the  original.  I  do  not  think 
I  ever  read  that  in  the  original  book  that  was  subscribed  to. 
As  to  this  being  a  true  copy  of  the  book  I  have  no  doubt. 

Question.  Read  the  latter  clause  of  the  Vth  section  of  the 
ordinance,  as  copied  here. 

Answer.  [Reads.]  "And  the  said  associates  shall  give  no- 
tice of  the  time  and  place  of  opening  said  book,  in  the  news- 
papers of  that  city,  ten  days  previous  thereto  ;  And,  in  the 
event  of  more  stock  being  subscribed  for  than  said  company 
are  authorized  to  issue,  the  same  stock  shall  be  divided  pro 
rata  to  each  subscriber," 

Question.  Now,  sir,  tell  me  if  this  subscription  book  was 
opened  prior  to  the  assignment  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  subsequent  to  it. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton.  About  this  division  of  the  profits — did 
your  brother  get  one-half  of  the  $500  you  received? 

Answer.  He  did,  of  course. 

By  Mr.  Pratt.  Had  you  any  promise  of  reward  for  the  as- 
signment w-hen  you  made  it,  directly  or  indirectly  ? 

Answer.  Never. 

Q,ue8tion.  Do  you  know  what  was  paid  to  the  omnibus 
men? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  about  $86,000. 

Mr.  Pratt.  I  believe  it  was  $77,000. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton.  Who  summoned  you  here? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  I  got  it  from  the  Sergeant-at- 
Arms. 

Mr.  Hambleton.  We  did  not  summon  him. 

Mr.  Pratt  stated  that  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  close  the  ex- 
amination to-morrow  morning. 

Mr.  Blakistone  said  it  could  not  be  done,  because  Mr.  Sew- 
all  had  been  summoned  and  had  not  appeared.  Mr.  White- 
ley  would  be  here  to-morrow  morning,  and  he  wished  to  ex- 
amine him  then. 

The  Chairman  announced  that  the  testimony  must  be  closed 
on  Thursday. 

Jonathan  Brock,  called  and  examined  by  Mr.  Hambleton. 

Question.  Are  you  one  of  the  assignees  of  the  Travers 
grant  ? 

Answer.  I  am. 
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Question.  Who  are  your  associates  ? 

Answer.  Lawrence  Johnston,  Conrad  S.  Grove,  John  E. 
Lacld  and  Rohert  F.  Taylor. 

Question.  Please  state  the  nature  of  the  association — 
whether  it  is  a  partnership  ? 

Answer.  It  is  a  partnership. 

Question.   Of  all  of  you  ? 

Answer.   Of  five. 

Question.  Did  you  five  gentlemen  furnish  the  means  by 
which  this  road  was  constructed  in  the  city  of  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  We  did  not  furnish  the  whole  of  it ;  we  had  some 
few  friends  outside  of  the  assignment. 

Question.   G-ive  us  the  names  ? 

Answer.  Charles  Parrish,  E.  B.  Edwards,  W.  H.  Miller, 
of  Harrisburg,  Alexander  Evans,  of  Elkton,  Md.^  and  Mr. 
McCurdy. 

Question.  State  the  amount  of  capital  already  furnished  by 
you  gentlemen  towards  this  enterprise  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  you  without  examining  the  book. 

Question.   Can  you  give  us  an  idea? 

Answer.  What  we  have  paid  and  are  liable  for  now  under 
contract  will  probably  reach  between  four  and  five  hundred 
thousand  dollars. 

Question.  How  has  that  money  been  expended  ? 

Answer.  In  building  the  road,  furnishing  cars,  horses, 
harness,  real  estate,  omnibuses. 

Question.  Entirely? 

Answer.  We  have  had  to  pay  counsel  fees. 

Question.  Besides  these  expenses,  have  you  paid  anybody 
else? 

Answer.  We  have  paid  the  grantees  $2,500 — $500  a  piece. 

Question.  Have  you  paid  anybody  else  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Whom? 

Answer.  I  paid  a  man  for  assisting  me  in  negotiating. 

Question.  Who  was  he? 

Answer.  Thomas  H.  Gardner. 

Question.  How  much  ? 

Answer.  ,$7,500. 

Question.  When  did  you  pay  it? 

Answer.  That  I  cannot  state  ;  it  is  since  the  transfer  of  this 
grant. 

Question.  When  did  you  first  make  the  acquaintance  of 
Gardner  ? 

Answer.  Before  the  first  of  January,  1859,  I  think. 

Question.  Was  it  antecedent  to  the  passage  of  the  city  rail- 
way ordinance? 
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Answer.  I  think  it  was  in  December,  1858,  which  was  be- 
fore. 

Question.  Did  you  seek  an  interview  or  acquaintance  with 
him,  or  he  with  you  ? 

Answer.  I  came  to  Baltimore,  after  seeing  this  matter  agi- 
tated or  spoken  o±  in  the  papers,  to  see  if  I  could  get  a  grant 
into  whosoever  hands  it  might  fall,  and  I  was  introduced  to 
Gardner. 

Question.  By  whom  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  certain  ;  I  think  it  was  James  B.  Clay- 
ton. 

Question.  Can  you  state  what  it  was  that  led  you  to  seek 
his  acquaintance  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  seek  it :  I  did  not  come  here  to  see  him. 

Question.  What  led  Clayton  to  introduce  you  to  Gardner? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  ;  I  wanted  to  see  some  one  who  was 
acquainted  with  the  movements  here. 

Question.  That  led  you  to  be  introduced? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  but  I  did  not  seek  an  introduction. 

Question.   Where  did  it  take  place  ? 

Answer.  I  think  at  Rarnum's  Hotel. 

Question.  Who  introduced  the  subject  of  City  Passenger 
Railways — you  or  Gardner  ? 

Answer.  I  introduced  it  myself. 

Uuestion.  State  whether  there  were  aoy  terms  agreed  upon 
at  that  time,  or  at  any  subsequent  meeting,  as  to  the  relation 
which  subsisted  between  you  and  Gardiner  in  the  matter  ? 

Answer.  There  were  no  terms  at  all. 

Question.   When  did  you  agree  to  give  him  $7,500  ? 

Answer.  Not  till  after  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Question.  For  what  purpose  did  you  give  it  ? 

Answer.  For  his  assistance  in  negotiating  for  the  assign- 
ment. 

Question.  Did  you  consider  Gardner  your  agent  in  the  ne- 
gotiation ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Did  any  one  else  assist  you? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Then,  in  point  of  fact,  he  was  your  agent  in  the 
matter  ? 

Answer.  He  assisted  me. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  come  in  direct  contact  with  the 
grantees  about  the  matter — meet  them  in  person  ? 

Answer.  I  met  them  in  person. 

Question.  State  whether  those  grantees  demanded  of  yoii 
any  consideration  for  the  transfer  ? 

Answer.  They  did  not ;  I  paid  them  |500  apiece. 
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Q,uestion.  Did  you  have  any  difficulty  in  getting  them  to 
make  the  assignment  ? 

Answer.  The  only  difficulty  was  about  the  management  of 
the  road. 

Question.  That  was  amicably  settled  at  the  time  ? 

Answer,  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  the  service  of  Gardner,  that  was 
worth  that  sum,  in  assisting  you  to  negotiate  ? 

Answer.  He  was  the  man  I  talked  to  about  the  grant,  and 
he  thought  the  grant  might  be  purchased  of  anybody  that 
got  it. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  him  |7,500  for  that  conversation  ? 
I  want  to  know  what  service  you  conceived  he  rendered  that 
induced  you  to  pay  him  that  sum  ? 

Answer.  I  considered  it  worth  it. 

Question.  What? 

Answer.  His  assistance  to  me. 

Question.  What  had  it  been  ? 

Answer.   I  have  told  you  what. 

Question.  Did  he  see  the  grantees  ? 

Answer.  He  did,  he  assisted  me  in  negotiating.  It  was  a 
large  operation  ;  thought  it  pretty  cheap. 

Question.  Hov/  often  did  you  meet  the  parties  about  the 
negotiation  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  Did  you  meet  them  twice? 

Answer.  I  think  we  did. 

Question.  Three  times  ? 

Answer.  Possibly  three. 

Question.  Four? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  we  did  ? 

Question.  Was  Gardner  with  you  each  and  every  time  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  Can  you  state,  of  your  own  knowledge,  that 
Gardner  waited  on  any  one  of  these  individual  grantees,  or 
exerted  himself  in  any  way  for  your  benefit  of  that  matter  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  he  waited  on  them  singly. 

Question.  Was  there  anything  that  he  did  outside  of  the 
mere  fact  of  going  with  you  and  meeting  them  there  twice — 
anything  beyond  that  entered  into  the  consideration  for  which 
you  paid  him  that  money  ? 

Answer.  That  was  all  I  gave  it  to  him  for  ;  if  he  did  any- 
thing else  it  was  upon  his  own  responsibility. 

Question.  Who  suggested  that? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  I  did  or  not. 

Question.  Did  Gardner  come  to  voii  and  offer  to  be  your 
agent  for  .$7,500  ? 
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Answer.  He  did  not  make  any  otiei-  ;it  all  ;  1  asked  him  to 
assist  me  in  the  negotiation. 

Question.  And  after  ho  had  assisted  you,  you  gave  him  the 
money  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Were  you  acting,  or  not,  as  the  agent  of  your 
associates  ? 

Answer.  I  represented  them. 

Question.  How  long  after  the  passage  of  the  ordinance  was 
it  that  you  met  Gardner  and  those  gentlemen  in  relation  to 
the  matter? 

Answer.  It  was  a  very  few  c^ays  ;  I  cannot  recollect  how 
many. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  many  days  after  the  passage 
of  the  ordinance  that  the  assignment  was  consummated  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  within  five  or  six  days. 

Question.  Do  you  think  it  was  about  four? 

Answer.  Within  five  or  six  ;  that  is  near  enough  in  a 
matter  of  that  kind. 

Question.  You  met  them  there  twice  ? 

Answer.  I  said  perhaps  twice  or  three  times. 

Question.  Did  you  meet  them  twice  in  one  day  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  recollect. 

Question,  Had  you  seen  or  consulted  with  Gardner  in  rela- 
tion to  this  matter  before  its  actual  passage  by  the  City  Coun- 
cil ? 

Answer.  I  had. 

Question.  Where  ? 

Answer.  In  Baltimore. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  see  him  in  Philadelphia,  in  rela- 
tion to  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  transpired  there  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  more  than  general  conversation  about 
the  passage  of  some  bill  for  a  Eailway. 

Question.  Did  jon  or  not  consult  with  him  there  as  to  the 
propriety,  or  benefits  that  might  accrue  from  an  amendment 
from  five  to  four  cents  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  Gardner  mentioned  that  to  me.  I 
think  it  was  Wood. 

Question.  Did  you  converse  with  Wood  about  the  amend- 
ment? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  he  asked  me  whether  I  would  accept 
the  grant  at  four  cents  ;  I  told  him  I  would  let  him  know  af- 
ter reflecting. 

Question.  Where  did  this  conversation  take  place? 

Answer.  In  Baltimore. 
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Answer.  I  never  saw  him  until  shortly  before  the  passage. 

Question.  Did  he  come  to  you  or  did  you  look  him  up  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell. 

Q.uestion.  Can  you  state  on  what  authority  Wood  approach- 
ed a  stranger  on  the  subject  ? 

Answer.  I  saw  him  before  he  asked  that  question. 

Question.  When  did  he  first  see  you  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect,  some  time  before  the  passage  of 
the  bill. 

Question.  Had  you  then  any  conversation  with  him  about 
Eailroad  bills? 

Answer.  None  except  about  this  question. 

Question.  When  you  first  saw  him  did  you  then  converse 
about  Eailroads  in  the  city? 

Answer.  I  presume  I  did  ;  I  don't  recollect  what  the  con- 
versation was. 

Gluestion.  State  whether  or  not  you  consulted  anybody  else 
in  relation  to  that  amendment,  or  took  the  advice  of  any  one 
at  all  but  Wood  and  Gardner  about  Kailroad  matters  in  the 
city  of  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  I  presume  I  spoke  to  other  people  upon  the  subject: 
I  don't  recollect  who  they  were. 

Question.  To  any  other  members  of  the  City  Council  ? 

Answer,  I  did  to  Talbot. 

Question.  Have  you  any  recollection  what  transpired  on 
that  occasion  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  Did  you  speak  to  them  more  than  once  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did. 

Question.  What  was  the  understanding  between  you  and 
Wood  in  Baltimore,  at  the  time  he  waited  on  you  to  know 
whether  you  would  consent  to  this  change  from  five  to  four 
cents  ;  with  what  understanding  did  he  leave  you  ? 

Answer.  He  left  me  to  make  up  my  mind. 

Question.  How  long  were  you  in  doing  that? 

Answer.  I  think  I  let  him  know  the  next  day. 

Question.  With  whom  did  you  consult  in  the  meantime? 

Answer.  Not  anybody. 

Question.  Simply  as  agent  you  made  up  your  own  mind? 

Answer.  I  had  full  power  to  act  for  myself. 

Question.  Did  you  see  anybody  in  the  meantime  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection. 

Question.  Did  you  see  Gardner? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection. 

Question.  Did  Gardner  ever  approach  you  on  the  subject 
of  the  four  cent  amendment  ? 
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Answer.   1  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  State  ■\vliether  or  not  you  executed  to  the  gran- 
tees at  the  Maltby  House  a  bond  for  the  faithful  performance 
of  that  matter  ? 

Answer.  We  did  execute  a  l)ond,  we  took  it  on  to  Phila- 
delphia and  returned  with  it. 

Question.   To  whom  was  it  given  ? 

Answer.   To  Thomas  Sewall,  Jr. 

Question.  Was  there  ever  any  agreement  entered  into  be- 
tween you  and  the  grantees  in  that  matter,  subsequent  to  the 
giving  of  that,  that  in  any  Avay  affected  that  bond? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  there  has  been. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  state  to  Berry  and  several  others 
of  the  Baltimore  city  delegation,  that  the  bond  given  to  the 
grantees  was  in  truth  and  in  fact  destroyed,  and  a  nullity  be- 
cause of  a  subsequent  agreement  between  you  about  that 
bond  ? 

Answer.  Not  an  agreement,  I  said  an  arrangement.  Not 
between  me  and  the  grantees  ;  I  made  an  arrangement  my- 
self ;  I  attended  to  the  business  without  their  asssistance. 

Question.  Just  state  what  arrangement  you  made  by  which 
the  bond  you  had  given  was  cancelled  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  saying  it  was  cancelled. 

Question.  What  did  you  say? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Just  state  what  the  arrangement  was. 

Answer.  I  took   the   business    myself  instead  of  allowing 
them  to  ;  they  had  been  assisting  me  in   the  matter,  and  we 
disagreed  about   opening  the  books.     I  took  charge  of  the 
matter  myself. 
-    Question.  Did  the  grantees  desire  you  to  open  the  books  ? 

Answer.  I  think  they  did. 

Question.  State  why  you  refused  to  do  it  ? 

Answer.  Because  our  counsel  directsd  us  not  to  do  it. 

Question.  Didn't  you  consider  it  was  the  spirit  and  interest 
of  the  ordinance  that  the  books  should  be  opened  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  it  was. 

Question.  Did  you  read  it  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  What  construction  did  you  put  on  the  7th  article? 

Answer.  I  did  not  think  it  was  legal. 

Question.  Did  you  state  your  objection  to  the  7th  section  a 
the  time  of  the  assignment  r 

Answer.  No,  sir. 
19 
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Question.  What  was  your  objection? 

Answer.  We  did  not  want  to  associate  other  parties  with 
US  and  become  liable  for  their  transactions.  I  said  that 
would  be  the  result  of  it  if  we  did. 

Question.  You  did  not  want  to  associate  any  other  Balti- 
moreans  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  said  any  others  ;  if  we  associated  other 
parties  with  us,  they  became  partners  of  ours,  and  made  us 
liable  for  their  transactions,  and  we  did  not  feel  disposed  to 
risk  our  capital  in  the  hands  of  other  parties. 

Question.  Did  you  consider,  or  not,  that  it  was  the  spirit 
of  the  7th  article  of  that  ordinance,  that  the  books  should  be 
opened — that  that  was  the  interest  of  the  City  Council  when 
it  passed  ? 

Answer.  Eeally,  I  do  not  know  what  their  interest  was. 
When  the  transfer  was  made  I  do  not  know  that  I  had  any 
opinion  about  it. 

Question.  If  so,  why  did  you  go  to  counsel,  to  see  if  it 
was  legal  ? 

Answer.  I  went  to  counsel  after  I  received  the  transfer. 

Question.  Suppose  they  had  told  you  it  was  legal,  would 
you  have  opened  the  books  ? 

Answer.  Certainly. 

Question.  Then  you  were  in  doubt  whether  it  was  legal  or 
not  when  you  Avent  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  opinion  ;  because  where  you  go  to  coun- 
sel to  take  their  advice — 

Question.  Hadn't  you  been  studying  in  your  own  mind 
whether  or  not  it  was  legal.     What  led  you  to  go  to  counsel? 

Answer.  We  had  to  have  counsel  to  attend  to  our  busi- 
ness, examine  the  grant  and  give  their  advice. 

Question.  Did  they  suggest  of  their  own  free  will  that  it 
was  illegal  ? 

Answer.  I  told  them  to  look  at  the  ordinance  and  tell  us 
what  to  do  under  it. 

Question.  Did  they  tell  you  not  to  open  the  books  ? 

Answer.  They  did  ;  J.  Mason  Campbell,  Wm.  Schley  and 
Wm.  F.  Alexander. 

Question.  Didn't  you  put  the  interrogatory,  whether  or 
not  you  were  bound  to  open  the  books  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  did. 

Question.  They  advised  you  not  to  open  them  ? 
Answer.  They  did. 
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Question.   Was  it  gratuitous  or  at  your  solicitation? 

Answer.  I  paid  them  for  it  ;  they  gave  us  an  opinion  on 
the  ordinance.     I  asked  advice  on  the  whole  ordinance. 

Question.  Didn't  you  act  without  advice? 

Answer.  It  would  not  have  been  prudent  for  us  to  have 
acted  without  advice. 

Question.  Did  you  know  of  the  fact  of  the  books  being 
attempted  to  be  opened  by  those  men  in  the  city  of  Baltimore? 

Answer.  Nothing  except  by  rumor.  I  was  not  present  on 
that  occasion. 

Question.  Do  you  know  now  of  any  party  that  interfered 
with  that  arrangement  ? 

Answer.  Not  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Question.  Do  you  intend  under  that  ordinance  to  insist 
upon  not  opening  the  books  ? 

Answer.  Of  course  that  is  our  intention. 

Question.  You  don't  intend  to  open  them  under  that  ordi- 
nance ? 

Answer.    No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  intend  to  keep  the  whole  matter  within 
the  hands  of  the  assignees  ? 

Answer.  Until  we  can  dispose  of  some  of  it,  we  will. 
Question.  How  dispose  of  it — sell  it? 

Answer.  That  depends  upon  the  act  of  the  legislature,  if 
they  give  us  a  charter,  we  wish  to  sell  some,  and  if  you  want 
to  buy  for  cash,  it  will  be  in  the  hands  of  the  people. 

Question.  Suppose  they  do  not  give  you  a  charter  ;  you 
will  not  open  the  books  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  State  whether  about  the  first  of  December  you 
had  a  conversation  with  several  gentlemen  of  the  Baltimore 
delegation  in  relation  to  the  City  Passenger  Railway  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it,  I  do  not  think  I  ever 
had  any  conversation  with  any  members  of  the  City  Council. 

Question.  Members  of  the  Legislature  ;  did  you  in  Decem- 
ber converse  with  the  ten  gentlemen  returned  from  Balti- 
more ? 

Answer,  I  have  no  recollection. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  address  a  written  communication 
to  them  in  which  you  stated  that  you  thought  if  you  could  see 
them  together  you  could  explain  the  matter  satisfactorily. 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Question.   Can  you  be  positive  on  that  point? 

Answer.  I  think  I  am. 


(Question.  Don't  you  think  you  could  be  likely  to  remem- 
ber the  fact  ? 

A-nswer.  I  tell  you  I  don't  think  I  did  ;  if  you  have  any 
document  of  that  kind,  just  produce  it  and  I  will  say  whether 
I-^ ■ 

Q,uestion.  Did  Mr.  McAllister  ask  you  the  question  v/hether 
or  not  you  intend  to  open  the  books  in  Baltimore  in  any  con- 
versation ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  did. 

Question.  What  was  your  reply? 

Answer.  That  we  would  not. 

Question.  Will  you  state  any  further  conversation  you  had 
at  or  about  that  time  ? 

Answer.  You  may  ask  me  any  question  ;  I  do  not  recollect 
the  general  conversation. 

Question.  In  the  course  of  your  remarks  was  there  any  al" 
lusion  made  to  the  fact  that  there  had  been  fraud  in  the  City 
Council  of  Baltimore,  and  when  you  were  responding  to  that, 
were  you  interrupted  by  Mr.  Krafft  with  this  :  "It  is  not 
right  for  you  (Brock)  to  say  this  ;  let  them  expose  their  own 
infamy."  Did  you  or  not  repeat  these  words,  "Yes,  expose 
their  own  infamy  ?" 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  You  have  no  rocollection  of  any  conversation  in 
which  the  word  infamy  in  relation  to  the  City  Council  was 
used? 

Ansv/er.  It  did  not  come  from  me,  and  I  don't  recollect  of 
its  coming  from  anybody. 

Question.  How  many  conversa-tions  did  you  have  with  Mr. 
McAllister  in  relation  to  the  matter  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  ever  meeting  him  on  that  sub- 
ject, but  that  one  time.  I  had  seen  him,  but  I  do  not  think 
I  ever  conversed  with  him  on  the  subject. 

Question.  Did  you,  or  not,  ever  send  a  telegraphic  dis- 
patch to  Talbot  in  Baltimore,  with  the  words  in  it,  "I  will  be 
on  to-morrow  with  the  money,"  signed  Brock  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  knowledge  or  recollection. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  Wood  making  use  of  any  such 
expression  as  this  to  you  at  Baltimore,  in  relation  to  the  pro- 
posed reduction  from  five  to  four  cents,  when  he  was  about 
leaving  you  :    "I  told  him  I  would  die  by  it? 

Answer.  I  don't  recollect. 

Question.  Can  you  state  to  this  Committee  any  conversa- 
tion, or  any  part  of  any  conversation  that  you  every  had  with 
Wood  in  relation  to  the  matter  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot ;  I  have  had  conversation  with  him  on 
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tlie  subject  of  railroads,  but  I  do  not  recollect  except  about 
tlie  four  cent  matter. 

Question.  Were  you  in  Baltimore  when  this  Travers  bill 
was  pending. 

Answer,  I  was  a  part  of  the  time. 

Question.  Were  you  at  that  time  in  communication  with 
Gardner  in  relation  to  it  ? 

Answer.  I  saw  him  several  times  before  the  passage  of  it  in 
Baltimore. 

Question.  Did  your  or  not  request  him,  or  was  it  under- 
stood between  you,  that  he  should  then  use  his  influence  and 
assistance  in  that  matter  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  had  no  arrangement  with  him. 

Question.  Did  any  conversation  take  place  between  you  in 
regard  to  the  matter  ? 

Answer.  In  regard  to  the  passage  of  the  bill  ?  No  partic- 
lar  bill — any  bill  that  might  pass  that  was  acceptable.  I  did 
not  want  it  unless  it  was  acceptable. 

Question.  State  whether,  or  not,  you  paid  any  reporter  or 
Avriter  for  writing  or  publishing  communications  for  any  jour- 
nal of  the  city  of  Baltimore  in  favor  of  your  Travers  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  doing  it. 

Question.  After  it  had  been  assigned? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  John  Wills  anything? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  State  what  it  was. 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  how  much.  It  was  a  great  deal; 
it  was  writing  a  few  articles  about  the  time  we  were  enjoined 
on  Baltimore  street. 

Question.  Did  you  employ  anybody  else  for  that  purpose? 

Answer.   I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

Question.  Will  you  say,  upon  your  oath,  you  did  not? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  did  ;  I  have  no  recollection  of  it; 
I  feel  satisfied  in  my  own  mind  that  I  did  not. 

Question.  Have  you,  or  not,  in  any  way  sought  to  influence 
any  editor  or  journal  in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  to  advocate 
your  bill,  or  to  defend  you  in  the  matter  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  Or  any  one  for  you? 

Answer.  Nor  any  one  for  me. 

Question.  Where  v/as  your  road  enjoined  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  recollect. 

Question.  You  were,  I  think,  constructing  Broadway  at 
the  time,  coming  up  Baltimore  street. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  what  time  that  'was  ? 
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Answer.  I  can't  recollect  what  time  it  was.  We  com- 
menced the  work  in  May.  When  we  were  enjoined  I  do  not 
recollect. 

Q,uestion.  When  did  Wills  commence  writing  for  you  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  say. 

Question.  Was  it  in  March  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection.  I  knew  he  wrote  some 
articles  about  that  time. 

Question.  Was  it  before  or  after  the  application  for  an  in- 
junction by  Hamilton  Easter  and  others? 

Answer.  I  really  do  not  recollect,  but  I  know  he  wrote 
some  articles  about  that  time. 

Question.  Is  your  memory  bad? 

Answer.  It  is  a  matter  I  did  not  charge  my  memory  with. 
I  consider  it  is  not  of  any  account. 

Question.  Was  it  while  the  bill  was  pending  before  the 
Council  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  For  what  purpose  did  you  employ  him  to  write 
articles  ? 

Answer.  That  is  a  matter  of  our  own. 

Question.  It  is  a  matter  I  want  the  Committee  to  know. 

Answer.  We  were  assailed  by  the  press  here  after  we  had 
obtained  this  grant,  and  we  wanted  an  article  written,  and 
we  had  a  right  to  employ  somebody  to  do  it. 

Question.  Yon  then  had  the  articles  Avritten  for  the  pur- 
pose, if  you  could,  of  influencing  public  opinion  in  Baltimore? 

Answer.  In  self-defence  ;  we  meant  to  do  our  duty. 

Question.  You  meant  to  do  your  duty? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  and  have  done  it. 

Question.  Didn't  you  think  when  the  grantees  made  the 
assignment  to  you,  they  expected  and  believed  that  you  were 
going  to  open  the  books  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  anything  what  they  believed. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Browning,  or  not,  object  to  signing  un- 
til you  should  give  him  such  a  bond  as  could  faithfully  re- 
quire the  execution  of  the  ^th  section  and  the  opening  of  the 
books  ? 

Answer.  He  did  not,  I  believe,  say  anything  about  the  7th 
section  ;  but  he  did  not  want  to  transfer  till  we  gave  him  a 
bond  of  |50,000  to  faithfully  carry  out  the  ordinance. 

Question.  Was  anything  said  about  the  1th  section  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection. 

Question.  Did  you  in  your  own  mind  intend  not  to  open 
the  books  if  you  could  get  around  it — if  it  was  not  legal  ? 

Answer.  We  did  not  want  to  amend  it,  if  it  was  legal  we 
would  open  the  books. 
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Question.  Did  you  intend,  or  not,  to  open  the  books  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  intention  about  it. 

Question.  When  did  you  first  determine  you  would  not 
open  the  books  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  tell  you.  I  do  not  recollect  when  that 
was. 

Question.  Were  you  summoned  before  an  investigation 
committee  of  the  City  Council  of  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  just  as  I  was  about  leaving  the  hotel  for 
Philadelphia. 

Question.   Did  the  summons  reach  you  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  yon  send  any  response  to  the  City  Council  ? 

Answer.  I  said  I  was  about  to  leave  the  city  and  could  not 
attend. 

Question.  How  long  were  you  absent  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell — not  a  great  many  days. 

Question.  Six. 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  wa,s. 

Question.  The  Committee  was  in  session  I  believe  20  days? 

Answer.  They  did  not  summons  me  the  first  day. 

Question.  Did  you  not  know  when  you  returned  to  Balti- 
more, that  the  Committee  was  still  in  session. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Why  didn't  you  appear  ? 

Answer.  Because  I  did  not  think  they  had  any  right  to 
summon  me. 

Question.  Did  you  take  advantage  of  that  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  suppose  they  would  undertake  to  sum- 
mon you  without  authority  ? 

Answer.  I  took  my  own  idea  about  the  matter,  and  con- 
cluded they  had  not. 

Question.  Then  it  was  not  because  you  went  to  Philadel- 
phia that  you  refused  ? 

Answer.  It  was  at  that  time. 

Question.  What  was  the  cause  when  you  got  back? 

Answer.  I  gave  you  the  cause. 

Question.  Because  you  didn't  think  they  had  a  right  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  exactly. 

Question.  Didn't  you  think  it  was  an  act  of  courtesy  at 
least,  to  report  yourself? 

Answer.  That  is  a  matter  of  opinion. 

Question.  It  is  for  you  to  say  whether  or  not  you  were 
bound  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  consider  myself  bound  by  any  obligation 
whatever  to  respond  to  the  call. 
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Question.  Did  you  knoAv  for  wliat  purpose  they  were  ap- 
pointed ? 

Answer.  I  did  not,  and  do  not  know  now. 
Question.  Did  not  the  summons  state? 
Answer.   I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  You  say  you  went  to  Philadelphia  about  the  time 
the  Committee  were  being  appointed  to  investigate  the  rail- 
road grant  ? 

Answer.  I  didn't  say  so  ;  I  said  that,  about  the  time  I  was 
ready  to  leave  the  hotel  they  summoned  me. 

Question.  Who  summoned  you  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  the  name  of  the  gentleman. 

Question.  Where  did  it  come  from  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  recollect  where. 

Question.  Were  you  summoned  to  appear  at  the  Court 
House  or  the  City  Hotel. 

Answer.  I  can't  say. 

Question.  Then  you  did  not  pay  attention  to  it  at  all  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  State,  whether  or  not  there  were  various  contracts 
made  for  the  work  done  on  your  road  for  iron  and  lumber  ? 

Answer.  We  made  no  contract  at  all  for  wood,  iron,  or 
anything  else,  except  a  general  contract  with  Shoemaker  & 
Co.,  for  Baltimore  street,  Crowley  &  Co.,  for  Green  street 
and  Madison  av. 

Question.  Do  you  consider  yourself  or  your  associates  to- 
day under  any  bond  by  any  written  obligation  to  the  City  of 
Baltimore  or  to  these  grantees  ? 

Answer.  We  consider  ourselves  bound  to  the  City  of  Balti- 
more to  carrT/  out  that  ordinance. 

Question.  I  mean  by  any  written  paper  known  as  a  bond  ? 

Answer.  We  gave  a  bond  to  the  grantees  to  carry  out  the 
ordinance. 

Question.  Didn't  you  say  a  while  ago,  that,  by  taking  the 
matter  into  your  own  hands  you  virtually  set  aside  that  bond? 

Answer.  I  don't  think  I  did. 

Question.  What  did  you  say — 1  asked  you  the  question  ? 

Answer.  Well,  I  answered  it  two  or  three  times. 

Question.  I  want  it  over  again  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  choose  to  answer  one  question  more  than 
half-a-dozen  times. 

Question.  You  said  to  this  committee,  that,  by  taking  the 
matter  into  your  own  hands,  you  virtually  nullified  that  con- 
tract ? 

Answer.  I  don't  think  I  did. 

Question.  What  did  you  say  ? 
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Answer.  1  «poke  of  au  arrangement,  and  you  asked  whe- 
ther there  was  a  subsequent  arrangement  by  that  bond  vitiated. 
I  said  that  the  arrangement  wns  this  :  that  I  took  the  matter 
into  my  own  liands  and  attended  to  it  ;  not  that  I  violated  any 
agreement  in  the  bond, 

Question.  Did  you  say  to  the  legislators  of  Baltimore  that 
you  considered  it  virtually  nullifying  that  bond  ? 

Answer.  1  do  not  think  I  did.  I  have  told  you  just  what 
I  think  I  said. 

Question.  I  repeat :  Do  you  not  to-day  consider  yourself 
under  a  legal  bond  or  obligation  to  the  grantees  and  city  of 
Baltimore  to  carry  out  in  good  faith  the  letter  and  spirit  of 
that  ordinance  ? 

Answer.   Of  course  we  do. 

Question.  And  you  never  said  to  these  men  that  you  did 
not  ? 

Answer.   I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Question.  You  say  you  do  not  think  you  did  ;  be  kind 
enough  to  state  upon  your  oath  whether  you  did  or  not. 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  did  ;  that  is  all  I  will  say. 

By  the  Chairman — Question.  To  the  best  of  your  recollec- 
tion you  say  you  have  not  said  so  ? 

Answer.  I  have  said  it  half-dozen  times  ;  I  have  been  ham- 
mered very  considerably  in  this  matter  ;  it  is  difficult  to  re- 
collect everything. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — Question.  That  is  your  misfortune. 
Had  you  any  direct  intercourse  vfith  any  member  of  the  City 
Council  in  this  matter  at  any  time  ? 

Answer.  I  told  you  I  met  Wood,  and  Talbot^  and  I  think 
Sewall,  on  the  subject  once. 

Question.  Can  you  tell  wh?tt  transpired  between  you  and 
Sewall? 

Answer.  General  remarks  about  railways. 

Question.  Did  he  tell  you  he  would  vote  for  the  bill  ? 
Answer.  He  did  not. 

Question.  Or,  that  he  would  not? 

Answer.  Pie  did  not — not  a  word  said  about  voting;  I  had 
not  anything  to  do  with  it ;  it  was  a  matter  for  the  City 
Council  ;  I  had  no  negotiation  with  him  in  any  shape. 

Question.  State  whether  or  not  you  knew  whether  Gardner, 
to  whom  you  paid  the  $7,500,  used  any  other  influence  than 
his  presence  with  you  and  the  grantees  at  the  time  this  as- 
signment was  being  made,  in  order  to  secure  you  that  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  transaction. 
20 
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By  Mr.  Blakistone— Question.  Did  he  tell  you  so  ? 
Answer.  He  did  not. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton— Question .  Did  he  tell  you  he  had 
ever  used  any  money  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  that  he  did. 

.  Question.  Do  you  think  he  did? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  ever  did. 

Question.  If  he  did  tell  you  he  had  used  it,  don't  you  think 
you  would  be  likely  to  recollect  it  ? 

Answer.  I  say  I  do  not  recollect  of  his  ever  telling  me. 

Question.  Don't  you  think  you  would  be  likely  to  recollect 
it  if  he  had  done  so  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  should. 

Question.  Then  you  can't  positively  say  so  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Question.  Do  you  know  v/hat  G-ardner  did  with  that 
money  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Was  it  ]Daid  in  money  or  a  check  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  recollect ;  most  of  it  money,  I  think. 
Question.  You  can't  recollect  whether  you  paid  17,500  in 
money,  or  part  in  check  ? 
Answer.  I  cannot. 

Question.  Do  you  think  you  paid  in  check  ? 
Answer.  I  cannot  tell. 
Question.  Where  did  the  payment  take  place  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  you  ;  I  think  it  was  in  Baltimore. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  part? 

Answer.  I  cannot  recollect. 

Question.  Was  it  at  his  office? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  where  it  Avas. 

Question.  At  his  house  ? 

Answer.  I  have  answered  the  question  as  often  as  I  will 
da  it. 

A  Member  of  the  Committee.  The  question  has  been  an- 
swered several  times,  and  it  is  consuming  time  to  repeat  it. 

The  Chairman.  I  hope  the  counsel  will  put  the  questions 
as  pertinent  as  he  can. 

Question.  Your  memory  is  very  treacherous  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir,  it  is  not.     I  will  answer  as  well  as  I  can. 
Question.  Almost  every  answer  is,  '^I  don't  remember?" 
Answer.  Well,  I  can't  remember  ;  I  have  more  business 
on  hand  than  you  have. 
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Question.  Did   you  sec  Gardner   in    Philadelphia,  at   any 
time  before  you  came  on  to  Baltimore,  in  relation  to  this  bill? 
Answer.  I  did  not  come  in  relation  to  this  bill. 

Question.  Did  you  see  him  in  Philadelphia  ever  before  you 
saw  him  in  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  Does  Mr.  Sewall  or  any  other  citizen  of  Balti- 
more own  any  stock  in  this  road  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  they  any  promise  of  any  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  all  the  consideration  you  ever  paid  or  ex- 
pect to  pay  to  these  g];antees,  |500. 

Answer.  $500  is  all  that  they  ever  got  or  that  they  ever 
are  to  have. 

Question.  Was  there  an  agreement  to  that  effect  ? 

Answer.  No  agreement  at  all  with  them,  except  that 
bond. 

Question.  Did  that  specify  that  they  should  have  $500 
apiece  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  agreed  between  you,  then,  as  to  the  sum 
they  were  to  receive  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

(Question.  You  fixed  upon  the  $500  yourself? 

Answer.  I  handed  them  $500. 

By  Mr.  Pratt — Question.  Did  you  or  not,  directly  or  in- 
directly, personally  or  by  agent,  offer  to  any  member  of  the 
City  Council,  prior  to  the  passage  of  that  bill,  any  money, 
reward  or  promise  of  any  compensation  in  any  shape  what- 
ever ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  any  of  your  associates,  with  your  knowledge, 
do  it  ? 

Answer.  They  did  not. 

Q,uestion.  You  saw  in  the  papers,  I  understood  you  to  say, 
the  statement  that  the  railroad  bills  were  before  the  City 
Council  in  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Your  business  is  the  making  of  those  railroads  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  are  engaged  in  other  cities  in  that  business? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Question.  And  you  came  on  for  the  purpose  of  ascertain- 
ing if  you  could  get  an  assignment  of  any  grant  that  might 
be  passed  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  that  was  my  idea. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  know  any  one  of  these  grantees 
at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  know  or  see  any  one  of  them  before 
the  ordinance  was  passed  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  You  never  offered  any  pay  or  inducement  of  any 
kind  to  any  member  of  the  City  Council  to  vote  for  that  ordi- 
nance, or  any  other  ? 

Answer,  I  offered  no  inducement  whatever. 

Question.  In  your  canversation  with  Wood,  he  asked  you 
if  you  would  agree  to  take  the  four  cent  bill,  and  you  told 
him  would  consider  it  and  let  him  know  ;  and  subsequently 
you  told  him  you  would  ;  was  there  any  inducement  offered 
to  him  more  than  the  fact  of  the  bill  being  lower  to  vote  for 
that  bill? 

Answer.  No  offer  by  me  or  by  any  agent,  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Please  state  what  is  the  expense  of  running 
these  cars.  In  the  first  place,  how  many  hands  have  you 
employed  ? 

Answer.  About  150,  I  think. 

Question.  They  cost  about  hoAv  much  ? 

Answer.  It  is  difficult  for  me  to  tell  ;  we  pay  various 
prices,  according  to  position. 

Question.  Can  you  give  us  the  daily  cost  of  running  that 
road? 

Answer.  I  cannot  without  looking  at  the  books. 

Question.   What  did  you  pay  the  omnibus  men  ? 
Answer.  I  think  $77,000. 

Question.  Can  you  give,  without  going  into  particulars, 
the  expense  of  running  ? 

Answer.   It  costs  over  |10  a  car. 
Question.  There  are  how  many  cars? 
Answer.  I  think  from  45  to  50. 
Question .  How  many  horses  ? 
Answer.  Between  three  and  four  hundred. 

Question.  The  expense  of  keeping  them  is  how  much  ? 
Answer.  About  50  cents  a  day  each. 

Question.  What  is  the  amount  of  money  expended — the 
actual  outlay,  so  far  as  you  have  gone  in  making  this  road  ? 
Answer.   Over  $400,000,  I  think. 
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Question.  You  have  not  built  depots,  and  they  will  cost 
how  much  ? 

Answer.  Keally  I  cannot  tell — a  pretty  large  amount  to 
build  handsome  ones  ;  it  will  cost  for  the  G-reen  street  and 
Madison  avenue  route,  I  should  judge,  ,$10,000,  if  we  build 
such  as  are  usually  built  in  cities. 

Question.  There  are  how  many  miles  of  road  incomplete  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  ordinance  calls  for  some  45  miles  ; 
there  are  10  miles  laid. 

Question.  You  are  laying  the  road  as  fast  as  you  can  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Taking  that  outlay  and  these  expenses  into  con- 
sideration, would  or  not  the  three  cent  fare  be  remunerative? 

Answer.  It  could  not  be  run  for  three  cents.  It  will  break 
any  company  that  will  undertake  it. 

Question.  You  are  interested  in  companies  in  Philadel- 
phia? 

AnsAver,  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Where  else  ? 

Answer.  In  St.  Louis  and  Cincinnati. 

Question.  What  is  the  fare  in  those  cities? 

Answer.  Five  cents. 

Question.  Is  there  any  city  in  the  United  States,  to  your 
knowledge_,  where  it  is  less  than  five  cents  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  you  realize  in  Baltimore  is  four  cents,  so 
that  is  the  cheapest  road  in  the  United  States  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  it  is  to  be,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Question.  When  you  said  to  Wood  that  you  would  take  an 
acceptable  charter,  you  would  not  have  taken  a  three  cent 
charter  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  The  counsel  have  asked  your  construction  of  the 
ordinance.  The  first  clause  contains  a  grant  to  Travers  and 
others,  and  their  assigns,  so  that  the  power  to  assign  is  there 
given.  In  the  8th  section  they  are  required,  before  commenc- 
ing the  road,  to  pay  these  omnibus  men  what  will  satisfy 
them  for  the  loss  of  their  rights,  and  it  is  proved  that  they 
did  pay  them  $77,000.  By  the  7th  section  the  books  are  re- 
qui^'ed  to  be  opened  within  90  days.  By  the  15th  section  a 
bond  is  required,  in  the  amount  of  $100,000,  for  the  perform- 
ance of  all  the  obligations  and  liabilities  contained  in  the 
ordinance,  and  the  road  is  required  to  be  commenced  within 
60  days  from  the  passage  of  the  ordinance.  So,  then,  it  will 
be  seen  that  the  money  was  required  to  be  paid  to  the  omnibus 
men  (the  $77,000,)  and  a  bond  of  $100,000,  required  to  be 
executed  prior  to  commencing  the  work  ;  then  the  work  was 
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to  be  commenced  within  60  days,  and  the  books  to  be  opened 
within  90  days.  Now  I  ask  whether  any  capitalists,  engaged 
in  the  railroad  business,  would  undertake  to  go  in  as  partners, 
j)ay  177,000,  raise  the  money  required  to  commence  the  road, 
and  give  a  bond  of  |100,000  for  the  faithful  carrying  out  of 
the  ordinance  requiring  45  miles  of  road  to  be  constructed, 
under  a  penalty  of  |500  a  month,  if  the  books  are  to  be  opened 
for  everybody  to  come  in  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  there  is. 

Question.  I  ask  your  opinion,  as  a  practical  man,  whether, 
under  those  restrictions,  the  thing  could  ever  be  done  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  could. 

(Question.  Upwards  of  $400,000  have  been  furnished,  you 
have  stated,  by  live  men  ? 

The  Chairman — Ten. 

Mr.  Pratt — Ten  associated  ;  there  are  five  outside. 

The  Chairman — Don't  we  understand  that  those  outside 
furnish  capital  ? 

Mr,  Pratt — Certainly,  but  they  are  sleeping  partners — not 
ostensible. 

Witness — We  have  the  management  of  it. 

Question.  Now,  after  that  outlay  by  five  of  you,  suppose 
six  persons  in  Baltimore  had  subscribed  |50  each  ;  they  would 
have  controlled  your  vote  ? 

Answer.  That  was  the  advice  of  the  counsel. 

Question.  With  a  subscription  of  |300  they  would  abso- 
lutely control  your  capital  of  $400,000  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  As  a  capitalist  and  a  practical  business  man,  do 
you  think  there  is  any  company  on  earth  that  would  consent 
to  make  a  road  under  such  a  condition? 

Answer.  I  should  not  think  there  was. 

Question.  You  have  been  charged  with  being  a  Black  Re- 
publican ? 

The  Chairman — Before  you  go  into  that,  let  me  ask  if 
Brock  &  Co.  choose  to  give  this  bond  to  Travers  and  others, 
was  it  not  right  that  he  should  give  it,  complying  with  all 
the  restrictions  of  the  ordinance  ? 

Mr.  Pratt — Certainly  ;  you  will  see  at  once  my  view. 

The  Chairman — I  think  I  understood  you  to  say — at  least, 
your  argument  tends  to  maintain — that  Brock  &  Co.,  being 
capitalists,  had  a  right  to  exclude  all  other  parties  ;  whereas 
the  ordinance  gives  to  every  citizen  the  right  to  take  stock. 

Mr.  Pratt — I  do  not  intend  to  make  an  argument.  The 
first  section  authorises  Travers  and  his  associates  to  make  the 
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road,  with  the  power  of  assignment.  Now  Travers  did  assign 
all  the  interest  he  had  in  the  road  to  Brock  &  Co.,  and  I  sup- 
pose it  cannot  require  any  legal  argument  to  prove  to  the 
members  of  this  committee  that,  after  that  full  and  complete 
assignment  of  the  entire  interest  in  the  road,  these  grantees 
ceased  to  have  any  control  over  it^  or  anything  to  do  w^ith  it. 
Now  the  7th  section  does  not  refer  to  the  assignees  at  all  ;  it 
requires  that  the  grantees  shall  open  the  books,  but  not  the 
assignees.  The  main  object  of  the  ordinance  being  the  C9m- 
mencement  of  this  road,  it  was  found  that  it  could  not  be 
commenced  at  all  if  the  books  were  to  be  opened.  The  lan- 
guage of  the  ordinance  would  seem  to  me  to  show  that  it  was 
framed  with  the  design  that  the  grantees  could  assign  to 
somebody  else,  and  that  those  assignees  might  receive  it  free 
from  the  obligation  of  opening  the  books.  At  all  events, 
unless  it  is  so  construed,  the  road  never  could  have  been 
constructed.  It  could  not  have  been  commenced  without  an 
assignment.  The  omnibus  men  canvassed  Baltimore  for 
days  and  could  raise  but  $80,000. 

Mr.  Hambleton — They  may  not  have  been  responsible 
men. 

The  Chairman — The  grantees  having  made  the  assign- 
ment, it  was  not  necessary  to  give  a  bond  of  |100,000. 

Mr.  Pratt — They  have  given  it ;  there  is  a  $50,000  bond 
given  by  the  grantees  ;  they  gave  it  prior  to  the  assignment. 
Brock  and  his  associates  gave  a  bond  of  indemnity  to  them  of 
$50,000,  and  another  of  $100,000. 

Question.  You  have  been  charged  with  being  a  Black  Ee- 
publican.  I  called  the  attention  of  the  Committee  this 
morning  to  a  letter  written  from  this  place  by  a  writer  sign- 
ing himself  "^Annapolis,"  who  undertakes  to  say  that  the 
testimony  which  has  been  |)ublished  is  not  correct,  and  he 
goes  on  to  give  the  details  of  it  as  he  understood  it,  and  con- 
cludes that  that  testimony  establishes  five  jiropositions,  to 
wit : 

1st.  The  primary  design  of  Wood  &  Co.,  in  the  Council, 
and  Mr.  Gardner  and  his  friends,  to  despoil  the  people  of 
Baltimore  of  that  which  Avas  their  own,  in  order  that  it 
might  inure  to  the  benefit  of  Black  Republicans  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, and  the  oppression  of  our  people  in  the  high  rate  of 
fare  they  are  now  obliged  to  pay. 

2d.  That  Mr.  Brock  was  an  original  party  to  the  scheme 
before  it  passed  the  Councils,  and  was  in  consultation  in  Bal- 
timore with  its  friends  in  and  out  of  the  Council,  and  agi^eed 
(according  to  Mr.  Wood)  in  advance  to  take  it  at  4  cents. 
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3d.  That  rnoney  or  other  inducements  were  in  use  to  se- 
cure its  passage.  See  Brock's  tacit  acknowledgment  of  this 
in  Mr.  McAllister's  testimony,  where  he,  Brock,  preferred 
that  "jDBople  should  puhlish  their  own  infamy." 

4th.  That  a  feature  of  this  Black  Eepublican  bill  was,  that 
Brock's  influence  with  the  Pennsylvania  congressmen  was  to 
he  or  might  be  secured  to  accomplish  the  elevation  of  Henry 
Winter  Davis  to  the  Speakership. 

And  it  will  be  remarked  here  as  a  most  singular  thing, 
that  Winter  Davis  was  nominated  in  October,  and  the  elec- 
tion was  in  November  ;  that  Congress  met  in  December,  and 
the  Maryland  Legislature  the  first  Monday  in  January  ;  so 
that  this  writer  must  have  supposed  that  Congress  would 
not  elect  a  Speaker  till  after  the  meeting  of  this  Legislature. 
Then  Brock's  influence  was  to  become  effective  in  the  election 
of  Winter  Davis. 

5th.  That  Brock  &  Co.,  are  the  rankest  and  most  offensive 
Black  Republicans. 

Now,  Avill  you  state  whether  you  have  any  Black  Repub- 
lican proclivities  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not ;  I  do  not  belong  to  that  crowd. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  know  Passmore  Williamson  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  ;  I  would  not  know  him  if  I  saw  him. 

Question.  You  never,  of  course,  engaged  in  any  effort  to 
rescue  him  from  the  grasp  of  the  law,  or  from  punishment  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Never  sympathized  with  him? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  your  associaets,  or  any  of 
them,  are  Black  Republicans  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  they  are  ;  they  are  not  politicians  ; 
Mr.  Grove  is  an  American  and  sometimes  takes  part  in  the 
opposition. 

Question.  To  what  party  do  you  belong  ? 

Answer.  The  old-line  Whig.  I  have  not  meddled  with 
any  politics  since  1844  ;  it  would  not  do  very  well ;  I  am  en- 
gaged in  business  in  Florida. 

Question.  You  mentioned  Mr.  Miller,  of  Pa. ;  what  is  he — 
an  American  or  a  Democrat  ? 

Answer.  A  Democrat ;  he  was  clerk  of  the  Senate. 

Question.  No  Black  Republican? 

Answer.  I  don't  think  he  is. 

Question.  And  none  of  your  people  are  tainted  at  all 
with  it? 

Answer.  They  are  all  Union  men. 

Question.  It  has  even  been  charged  that  your  wife  was 
some  connection  of  Lucretia  Mott ;  did  you  ever  see  her  ? 
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Answer.  I  have  seen  her. 

Question.  Does  she  know  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Does  your  wife  know  her? 

Answer.  She  knows  her  in  the  street,  but  she  is  no  connec- 
tion of  hers  and  no  acquaintance. 

Question.  You  do  not,  therefore,  belong  to  that  school  of 
"the  rankest  and  most  offensive  Black  Republicans,"  as  this 
paper  charges  you  ? 

A  member  of  the  Committee — I  will  answer  for  Mr.  Evans, 
of  Elkton,  one  of  the  owners  of  the  road,  a  representative 
from  our  district  in  Congress. 

By  a  member  of  the  Committee — You  said  something  about 
Florida. 

Answer.  I  am  engaged  in  the  pine  lumber  business  in 
Florida. 

By  a  member  of  the  Committee — Your  road  is  never  used 
to  run  off  negroes  from  Baltimore  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir,  and  never  shall. 

By  the  Chairman — Has  Simon  Cameron  directly  or  indi- 
rectly any  interest  in  this  road? 

Answer.  He  has  not. 

Question.  Is  it  understood  that  he  is  to  have  any,  or  his 
friends  ? 

Answer.  There  is  no  promise. 

Question.  No  understanding  ? 

Answer.  No  understanding  ;  he  is  with  the  other  side. 

By  Mr.  Pratt — He  and  you  are  not  friendly  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  are  antagonistic? 

Ansv/er.  He  is  here  endeavoring  to  get  this  grant  after  the 
passage  of  it. 

By  Mr,  Hambleton — Question.  Is  the  party  of  which  the 
counsel  spoke  known  as  the  Black  Republican,  or  the  Repub- 
lican party  ? 

Answer.  In  some  States  it  is  called  the  Opposition  party. 

Question.  When  was  the  last  State  election  in  Pennsyl- 
vania ? 

Answer.  In  October. 

Question.  Where  were  you  at  that  time? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  I  was  in  Pennsylvania 
or  not. 

Question.  Did  you  vote? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  that ;  I  am  not  positive. 

Question.  Who  were  the  candidates  for  State  officers? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  I  took  no  part  in  politics. 
21 
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Question.  Did  you  vote  in  1856  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  vote  for  President  in  1856. 

Question.  Have  you  voted  since  the  party  known  as  the 
Eepublican  party  has  been  in  existence  ? 

Answer.  It  is  not  called  the  Eepublican  party  in  our  State. 

Question.  The  Opposition,  then? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question.  How  did  you  vote  then? 

Answer.  I  voted  a  mixed  ticket — for  my  personal  friends — 
I  did  not  care  whether  they  were  Americans  or  Democrats. 

Question.  Have  you  voted  for  a  Congressman  since  that 
time? 

Answer.  I  presume  I  have,  but  really  I  do  not  know  who 
the  candidates  were,  I  tell  you,  plainly. 

If  a  Democratic  Congressman  were  running,  and  an  Oppo- 
sition candidate,  which  one  would  you  vote  for  ? 

Answer.  Whichever  was  my  personal  friend. 

Question.  Suppose  neither  was  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  tell  you.     I  have  no  decided  politics. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone — Was,  or  was  not,  one  of  your  asso- 
ciates elected  to  the  City  Council  in  a  Black  Eepublican 
ward  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell ;  I  do  not  know  that  one  of  them 
was  elected. 

By  Mr.  Sangston — Question.  You  stated  that  therewere 
45  miles  of  road  to  be  built  under  this  ordinance  ;  do  you 
mean  of  road  or  track  ? 

Answer.  Of  track. 

Question.  That  is  22^  miles  of  road  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Sangston  here  put  a  number  of  questions  to  the  witness 
with  a  view  to  show,  that  with  the  projected  route,  the  length 
of  road  would  be  less  than  45  miles  single  track  ;  also  with 
a  view  of  showing  that  the  road  when  finally  completed  and 
stocked,  making  a  most  liberal  allowance  for  all  exiDcnditures, 
would  not  cost  more  than  |l600,000. 

Witness.  I  will  give  you  $800,000. 

Question.  Then  I  want  you  to  explain  why  you  want  a 
charter  for  three  millions  for  what  will  not  cost  $600,000. 
The  present  17  miles  of  track  cost  $289,000. 

Answer.  That  is  a  single  track  ;  it  has  cost  us  about  $2,500 
a  mile,  extra  work,  so  far.  I  will  make  a  statement  out  for 
the  Committee. 

George  E.  Berry,  called  and  examined  by  Mr.  Hambleton. 

Question.  On  the  examination  in  chief  of  Mr.  Brock,  I  put 
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to  him  the  question  whether  or  not  he  had  a  conversation 
Avith  you  and  several  other  members  now  representing  the 
city  of  Baltimore,  some  time  in  the  latter  part  of  December. 

Answer.  I  never  had  any  conversation  with  him  in  Decem- 
ber, but  after  we  had  convened. 

Question.  I  asked  him  then  Avhat  conversation  took  place  ; 
whether  or  not  he  made  any  reference  to  the  "infamous"  Ci- 
ty Council,  its  exposure,  &c. ;  and  lie  said  lie  could  not  call 
to  mind  anything  he  had  said;  state  whether  you  were  present, 
and  whether  any  such  conversation  took  place,  and  if  so,  what 
it  was. 

Answer.  Mr.  McAllister  said  to  Mr.  Brock,  if  lie  could  sit 
down  at  that  table  and  gave  him  a  statement  under  his  own 
signature  of  all  the  corruption  that  liad  been  practiced  in  the 
matter,  he  would  promise  him  he  Avould  vote  for  his  bill.  Mr. 
Brock  remarked  that  if  those  gentlemen  chose  to  publish  their 
own  infamy,  they  could  do  it ;  he  must  decline. 

Question.  Who  else  was  present? 

Answer.  Mr.  Krafft,  Mr.  Booze,  Mr.  Denison,  Mr.  Smith 
and  Mr.  Turner,  I  think. 

Question.  I  then  asked  him  whether  or  not  he  had  at  any 
time  subsequent  or  prior  to  that,  had  any  conversrtion  with 
you  or  in  your  presence,  or  the  presence  of  any  of  those  gen- 
tlemen, and  he  said  he  could  not  recollect  any.  State  whether 
or  not  at  any  other  time  there  was  any  other  conversation  at 
which  you  happened  to  be  present. 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  never  had  any  other  conversation  in  re- 
gard to  that  matter  ;  that  is  all  I  know  of. 

By  Mr.  Blakistone.  What  did  Mr.  Brock  state  in  that  con- 
versation in  regard  to  the  bond  ? 

Answer.  He  stated  that  the  bond  had  been  done  away  with 
by  a  subsequent  bond.  Mr.  McAllister  said  to  him  at  the 
time,  "Mr.  Brock,  that  is  just  what  I  want  to  get  at.  I  would 
like  to  know  how  much  money  you  paid  for  that  subsequent 
bond,  and  who  got  it?" 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  said  subsequent  bond 
or  subsequent  arrangement  ? 

Answer.  It  was  done  away  with  by  a  subsequent.  I  will 
not  say  certainly  whether  it  was  bond  or  arrangement  ;.but 
instrument  in  writing. 

Question.  Where  did  this  conversation  take  place  ? 

Answer.  In  McAllister's  room. 

By  Mr.  Campbell.  Did  you  say  that  McAllister  asked  him 
to  sit  down  and  enter  upon  paper  all  the  corruption  that  had 
taken  place  in  the  City  Council,  he  would  vote  for  his  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  will  not  say  City  Council. 
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Question.  Well,  all  the  corruption  and  fraud? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  concur  in  the  expression  of  McAllister. 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  was  lying  on  the  bed,  and  said  nothing 
till  it  was  all  over. 

Question.  Did  you  understand  McAllister  to  be  serious  in 
making  the  statement  ? 

Answer.  I  heard  him  explain  himself  afterwards  ;  he  would 
have  done  all  that  he  promised,  but  taken  good  care  to  see 
that  there  were  votes  enough  to  defeat  it  before  he  did  vote. 

Question.  According  to  his  own  explanation,  if  the  thing 
had  ben  steeped  in  infamy  to  the  very  lips,  he  would  have 
accepted  it  as  infamous,  and  added  his  own  infamy,  although 
he  could  have  taken  care  to  have  broken  his  faith  by  having 
it  defeated? 

Answer.  That  is  what  he  said. 

The  Chairman.  I  hope  the  Counsel  will  not  reflect  upon 
members  of  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  Campbell.  If  they  put  themselves  in  a  position — 

"Witness.  He  said  that  if  they  could  hang  them  up  to  pub- 
lic gaze  he  would  vote  for  the  bill. 

By  Mr.  Pratt.  Did  he  tell  that  to  Mr.  Brock.  I  want  to 
hold  these  people  up  to  public  gaze  ?  That  provided  there 
was  corruption  in  the  matter,  he  would  vote  for  it,  and  if 
there  was  no  corruption,  he  would  not  vote  for  it  ?  That  he 
would  only  vote  for  it  provided  Brock  showed  there  was  cor- 
ruption in  it. 

Answer.  We  all  undejstood  it,  that  Brock  had  admitted 
there  was  corruption. 

The  Chairman.  These  are  unpleasant  reflections  to  be  made 
upon  members. 

Mr.  Campbell.  That  member  is  brought  upon  the  stand  for 
the  purpose  of  fastening  fraud  upon  Mr.  Brock. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  so  understand  it. 

Mr.  Campbell.  The  object  was  to  corroborate  what  was 
said  by  Mr.  McAllister  the  other  day. 

Mj:.  Hambleton.  No,  sir,  to  show  that  Brock's  memory 
was  bad. 

Charles  L.  Krafft,  called  and  examined  by  Mr.  Pratt. 

Question.  Were  you  present  at  the  conversation  stated  by 
Mr.  Berry? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  would  like  to  state  in  the  beginning 
how   the  interview  took  place.     Mr.  McAllister,  I  believe. 


165 

jjarticularly  desired  to  see  Mr.  Brock  about  this  business,  and, 
I  think,  some  of  the  other  members  of  the  delegation.  I  un- 
derstood Brock  was  invited  to  the  room  of  McAllister  with 
the  other  gentlemen,  there  to  explain  some  facts  they  wanted 
to  have  explained.  During  the  evening  some  one  informed 
me  the  meeting  was  to  take  place  and  requested  me  to  go 
there.  I  met  Smith  and,  went  with  him  to  the  room  to  hear 
what  exj)lanation  miglit  be  called  for  by  these  gentlemen, 
and  with  the  impression,  that  as  gentlemen  were  there,  and 
they  required  a  private  explanation,  that  explanation  was  at 
least  to  be  kept  to  themselves.  However,  as  they  have  seen 
fit  under  the  circumstances  to  talk  about  what  took  place, 
and,  I  think,  unintentionally  misrepresented  what  was  said, 
I  do  not  feel  any  hesitation  in  stating  what  I  recollect  to  be 
the  facts.  McAllister  conducted  the  conversation  and  spoke 
so  much  that  once  or  twice  Smith  interrupted  him,  thinking 
he  had  too  much  to  say.  He  asked  Brock  a  great  many 
questions  which  were  answ*ered.  He  asked  him  in  particular 
about  the  $2,500  that  was  paid  to  the  five  grantees.  I  do  not 
recollect  that  he  said  he  paid  that  money  for  the  use  of  their 
names  ;  on  the  contrary,  if  there  was  any  intimation,  it  was 
for  the  grant.  At  any  rate  it  was  not  for  the  use  of  their 
names.  He  distinctly  said  he  had  never  seen  the  grantees 
till  after  the  grant  was  made,  and  then  he  paid  them  this 
money.  As  far  as  my  recollection  goes,  the  conversation 
about  McAllister's  voting  for  the  bill  was  carried  on  jocularly 
rather  than  otherwise.  I  could  not  conceive  that  he  meant 
that  he  would  vote  for  a  bill  that  he  knew  to  be  fraudulent, 
when  the  man  who  wanted  the  grant  would  tell  him  it  was  ; 
and  I  suppose  it  was  one  of  his  peculiar  views  of  humer.  I 
did  not  think  he  was  in  earnest,  and  certainly  heard  no  reply 
that  I  conceived  to  be  in  earnest,  because  Brock,  I  am  quite 
sure,  would  not  make  use  of  it  in  that  way.  Therefore,  if 
any  conversation  of  that  kind  took  place,  it  certainly  made 
no  impression  on  my  mind  that  Mr.  Brock  admitted  that  the 
City  Council  had  been  bribed  or  corrupted.  And  when  Mr. 
Berry  said  that  the  rest  of  the  delegation  seemed  to  think 
from  what  Brock  said  that  he  admitted  fraud  and  corruption, 
I  certainly  never  heard  a  single  word  of  admission  that  he 
had  bribed  anybody.  I  should  feel  very  loth  to  vote  for  this 
bill  if  I  supposed  he  admitted  the  fraud  charged.  I  under- 
stood Brock  to  remark  in  regard  to  the  |2,500  paid  for  the 
grant,  that  he  got  it  cheap. 

Jonathan  Brock  recalled,  and  examined  by  Mr.  Hamble- 
ton. 

Question.  In  the  testimony  on  Saturday  it  is  said  by  some 
one  that  you  remarked   that    Mayor   Swann  need   not   make 
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such  a  row  about  this   thing,  that  he   knew  all   about  it 

speaking  of  his  veto. 

Answer.  No,  he  knew  all  about  the  capital  coming  from 
Philadelphia.  I  did  not  know  that  of  my  own  personal 
knowledge. 

Question .   Can  you  give  any  authority  for  it  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot. 

It  was  now  12  o'clock,  and  the  meeting  adjourned  till  to- 
morrow at  11,  A,  M. 


Annapolis,  Md.,  February  18,  1860. 

The  Committee  met  at  12  o'clock. 

Mr.  Sangton  corrected  an  error  in  the  report  of  the  Balti- 
more American,  in  reference  to  himself.  The  American  had 
also  made  him  say  that  Mr.  Walters  was  a  democrat.  Al- 
though he  did  not  so  state  in  his  testimony  yesterday,  yet 
he  believed  he  was.  What  he  stated  3'-esterday  was,  that 
Walters  was  a  southern  man,  doing  a  large  southern  business, 
and  had  no  sympathy  or  affiliation  with  black  republicans  or 
abolitionists  in  any  shape  or  form  whatever  ;  that  he  had 
sufficient  knowledge  of  him  to  state  so  publicly. 

By  Mr.  Pratt.  Tell  me  whether  he  was  not  in  Harrisburg? 
Answer.  He  has  resided  at  Baltimore  since  I  have  had  any 
knowledge  of  him. 

Question.  How  long  is  that  ? 

Answer.  A  very  long  time — probably  twenty-five  years. 

Charles  L.  Krafft,  recalled  and  examined  by  Mr.  Hambleton. 

Question.  State  whether  you  know  Thomas  C.  Elliott,  of 
Baltimore  city  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  he  was  conductor  on  the  cars. 

Question.  State  whether  or  not,  sometime  in  November, 
you  said  to  him,  in  response  to  a  remark  made  about  Cathcart, 
''God  damn  him  ;  it  is  no  use  for  him  to  talk;  he  was  bought 
and  sold,  and  he  knows  it." 


167 

Answer.  If  I  did,  I  certainly  did  not  mean  it.  I  might 
possibly  have  said  so  in  response  to  rumors  about  the  city  at 
the  time,  but  I  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  he  was  bought 
and  sold,  and  don't  know. 

Question.  Did  you  on  mere  rumors  undertake  to  make  that 
assertion  ? 

Answer.  I  certainly  did  not  mean  to  make  the  assertion 
that  he  was  bought  and  paid  for.  If  any  such  conversation 
took  place,  it  must  have  been  in  the  heat  of  the  moment, 
without  intending  to  convey  the  idea  that  it  was  so  in  fact. 

Question.  Did  you  mean,  from  the  mere  heat  of  the  mo- 
ment, you  would  undertake  to  say,  of  a  man  of  whom  you 
had  no  knowledge,  that  you  knew  he  was  bought  and  sold  ? 

Answer,  I  state  that  I  do  not  believe  now,  from  what  I 
have  heard  since,  that  that  is  the  fact. 

Question.  Had  you,  up  to  that  time,  heard  anything  that 
induced  you  to  believe  that  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  nothing  but  newspaper  reports  ;  I  knew 
nothing  of  it  until  this  investigation  took  place.  I  take  it 
for  granted  that  all  up  to  this  time  is  rumor.  I  have  never 
heard  anybody  say  they  had  bought  Cathcart. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  say  to  McAllister  that  you  knew 
Talbot  and  Wood  were  bought  and  sold  ? 

Answer.  It  is  very  possible  I  said  so. 

Question.  What  induced  you  to  say  that  ? 

Answer.  The  same  as  the  other  ;  I  certainly  never  heard 
anybody  connected  with  the  affair  say  that  they  had  bought 
anybody  or  know  of  anybody  being  bought. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  interest  in  this  road, 
pecuniary  or  otherwise  ? 

Answer.  What  do  you  mean  ? 

Question.  Pecuniary  or  otherwise  ? 

Answer.  Why,  you  are  a ;  certainly  not. 

Question.  No  use  reflecting  on  me. 

Answer.  Certainly  not. 

Question.  Be  kind  enough  to  state  whether  or  not  you 
were  ever  applied  to,  to  use  your  influence  to  have  certain 
parties  put  on  the  road  as  conductors  or  drivers. 

Answer.  Certainly — hundreds  of  them. 

Question.  Out  of  what  fact  did  your  influence  grow  ? 

Answer.  The  fact  that  I  was  a  member  of  the  Legislature, 
I  believe. 
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Question.  Had  you  been  in  conversation  with  Brock  about 
tlie  matter  ? 

Witness.  What  matter  ? 

Counsel.  About  being  presented  to  the  Legislature  ? 

Answer.    Certainly — hundreds  of  times. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  remark  to  any  one  else  besides 
McAllister  and  Elliott  that  these  gentlemen  were  bought  and 
sold,  and  they  knew  it,  and  it  was  no  use  to  make  any  fuss 
about  it  ? 

Answer.  I  might  have  said  it ;  I  don't  recollect ;  I  have 
said  a  great  many  things. 

Question.  Then  you  spoke  it  without  any  authority  ? 

Answer.  With  no  other  authority  than  rumor  ;  it  was  a 
repetition  of  that  rumor  ;  I  dare  say  it  was  improperly  said  ; 
the  papers  are  doing  the  same  thing — repeating  rumors  with- 
out knowing  anything  about  them. . 

Question.  They  only  commit  the  same  error  you  did  ? 
Answer.  Precisely. 

Question.  Are  you  in  the  habit  of  making  remarks  about 
citizens  upon  rumor  ? 

.  Answer.  It  don't  make  any  difference  about  my  habits. 

The  Chairman.  Please  confine  yourself  to  the  subject  imder 
consideration. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  made  any  other  such  statement 
to  any  one  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect ;  whatever  I  may  have  said  was 
in  accordance  with  rumors  and  newspaper  reports,  without 
any  other  evidence  than  they  have,  because  I  have  not  heard 
anything  which  justifies  me  in  believing  anybody  was 
bought. 

Question.  Were  you  ever  applied  to,  to  use  your  influence 
for  the  passage  of  the  bill  ? 

Answer.  Never, — never  heard  of  it  till  it  passed.  I  may 
have  seen  it  in  the  papers,  but  know  nothing  about  its  fea- 
tures. Indeed,  they  did'nt  attract  my  attention  till  I  saw 
one  of  them  was  assigned. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  how  this  conversation  came 
up  between  you  and  Elliott — what  led  to  it  ? 

Answer.  Indeed,  I  do  not ;  we  may  have  differed  political- 
ly about  something. 

The  Chairman  announced,  that,  as  the  testimony  must  be 
closed  to-morrow,  the  counsel  must  direct  their  questions  to 
the  facts,  and  he  would  appeal  to  the  witnessses  to  answer  di- 
rectlv. 
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Thomas  0.  Elliott,  called  and  examined  by  Mr.  Hamble- 
ton. 

Question.  I  believe  you  are  connected  with  the  City  Rail- 
way? 

Answer.  Not  now. 

Question.  Did  you  hear  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Krafftjus* 
now? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  that  conversation  ? 

Answer.  I  do. 

Question.  Just  state  the  circumstances  under  which  it  took 
place  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  idea  it  would  ever  come  before  this  com- 
mittee, or  I  should  have  been  more  particular.  I  was  Con- 
ductor on  the  road.  Cathcart  appeared  to  be  dissatisfied,  and 
had  said,  that  I  would  not  stay  on  it  any  lono;er  than  he  got 
a  chance  to  get  me  off.  Falling  in  with  Mr.  Krafft,  a  friend, 
who  assisted  me  in  getting  the  situation,  I  told  him  of  it — 
that  Cathcart  wanted  to  get  me  off.  Said  he,  "Damn  him, 
he  has  got  no  pov/er  to  turn  you  off,  or  anybody  else  ;  for," 
said  he_,  "Mr.  Brock  has  bought  and  paid  for  him." 

By  Mr.  Alexander — Question.  Which  Cathcart  was  this? 

Answer.  Robert  Cathcart. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — Question .  Are  you  conductor  now  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Discharged? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  By  whom  ? 

Answer.  Cathcart. 

Question.  Can  you  give  any  reason  for  your  discharge  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir^  never  could  ;  it  is  the  only  thing  that 
bothers  me.  Brock,  himself,  promised  me  an  investigation  ; 
I  never  had  it.  I  thought  it  was  due  to  me  and  my  friends, 
having  been  put  off  unceremoniously,  to  have  it. 

Question.  When  were  you  turned  off? 

Answer.  The  20th  of  December,  at  night. 

Question.  Before  or  after  election  ? 

Answer.    After. 

By  Mr.  Pratt — Question.  Who  was  put  on  in  jouv  place  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  say  ;  there  was  a  substitute — in  fact,  two 
or  three  persons  put  on  before  a  permanent  conductor  was  put 
on.     The  permanent  conductor's  name  is  Carroll,  I  think. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — Question.  Where  is  Carroll  from? 
Answer.  From  the  West  end  of  the  city. 
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Jonathan  Brock,  recalled  and  examined  "by  Mr.  Sangston. 

Question.  You  stated  that  iive  cents  was  the  lowest  fare 
charged  on  any  city  road  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is  ;  there  may  be  a  rule  in  Cincinnati, 
I  think,  there  is  a  clause  in  the  charter  requiring  them  to 
sell  twenty-five  tickets  for  a  dollar. 

Question.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  practical  work- 
ing of  railroads  in  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have. 

Question.  Do  they  not  give  connecting  tickets  on  any  line 
in  connection,  for  six  cents? 

Answer.  Some  do,  and  some  charge  eight  cents. 

Question.  Is  it  or  not  the  practice  there  to  sell  connection 
tickets  at  less  than  five  cents  ? 

Answer.  There  is  but  one  road,  the  Green  and  Coats  street 
road_,  that  sells  them  at  less  than  five  cents,  and  one  cent  ad- 
ditional, making  six  cents,  three  cents  for  each  route. 

Question.  What  is  the  fare  on  your  road  in  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  Five  cents. 

Question.  I  live  in  Franklin  Square  ;  if  I  want  to  go  to 
any  point  on  Green  street  or  Eutaw  street,  what  do  I  have 
to  pay  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  you  what  arrangement  Cathcart  has 
made. 

Question.  Do  you  consider  all  your  lateral  branches  as 
distinct  routes — is  that  your  construction  of  the  ordinance  ? 

Answer.  I  consider  Ave  have  a  right  to  charge  five  cents 
from  the  be'ginning  to  the  terminus  of  any  one  route. 

Question.  Do  you  consider  that  the  ordinance  authorises 
you  to  demand  an  additional  charge  of  fare  at  each  change 
of  cars  ? 

Answer.  I  should  think  so. 

Question.  Is  that  your  practice? 

Answer.  It  has  been  till  the  last  three  or  four  weeks  ;  I  do 
not  know  v/hether  Cathcart  has  made  any  other  arrangement 
or  not,  I  understand  he  has  issued  tickets. 

Mr.  Sangston.  I  know  that  he  has  not. 

AVitness.  "We  have  not  regulated  it  yet. 

Question.  What,  according  to  your  construction  of  the  or- 
dinance and  your  present  practice,  would  be  the  fare  from 
Belair  market  to  Hanover  market,  the  distance  being  about  a 
mile  ? 

The  Chairman  stated,  that  the  Legislature,  in  passing  a 
bill,  would  regulate  this  matter. 
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Mr.  Sangston  wanted  to  show  that  the  road  was  going  to 
charge  more  than  five  cents  fare. 

Witness.  We  do  not  charge  more  than  five  cents  on  one 
route  ;  so  they  do  in  Philadelphia  ;  we  take  the  whole  dis- 
tance— four  or  five  miles. 

Question.  Have  you  complied  with  the  provisions  of  the  or- 
dinance which  requires  you  to  run  cars  at  intervals  of  not  less 
than  ten  minutes  till  twelve  o'clock? 

AnsAver.  I  have  no  knowledge — can't  tell  whether  they  run 
up  to  twelve  o'clock  ;  they  run  very  near  it.  Kecollect  one 
thing  :  we  are  not  bound  to  complete  this  road  till  the  28th 
day  of  next  March — any  part  of  it. 

Question.  Part  is  completed? 

Answer.  I  know  it  ;  but  we  are  not  bound  to  put  a  car  on  ; 
we  intend  to  carry  that  out  to  the  letter,  and  expect  to  con- 
tinue them  on  all  night  after  a  while-=— after  we  get  them  un- 
der way. 

Question.  You  stated  last  night  that  the  first  time  you  ever 
saw  Gardner  was  in  January  last  ? 

Answer.  I  said  the  latter  part  of  1858,  in  December. 

Question.  Did  you  not  see  him  in  December,  at  the  Girard 
House,  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.   That  was  before  you  saw  him  in  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  ISTo,  sir  ;  I  saw  him  in  Baltimore  first. 

Question.  Did  you  converse  in  Philadelphia  in  relation  to 
railways  ? 

Answer.  I  had  some  little  conversation  with  him  at  the 
Girard  House. 

Question.  Was  he  at  that  time  in  company  with  any  mem- 
bers of  the  City  Council  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so. 

Question.  Who  were  they? 

Answer.  I  only  recollect  one,  Mr.  kSewell. 

Question.  Wood  and  Talbot? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect ;  I  know  I  had  no  conversation 
with  those  gentlemen  on  the  subject. 

Question.  You  stated  last  night  that  this  ordinance  provi- 
ded for  45  miles  of  railway  ;  are  you  prepared  to  make  any 
modification  of  that  statement  ? 

Answer.  I  told  you  I  heard  that  from  Cathcart :  I  do  not 
know. 

Question.  Although  you  are  partner  and  general  manager 
ofthe  road  you  do  not  know  any  thing  about  the  length  of 
road  to  be  constructed  ? 

Answer.  Of  my  own  knowledge  I  cannot  state  it.  Cath- 
cart gave  me  a  memorandum  of  the  distance  ;  I  don't  know 
anything  about  it. 
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Question.  You  don't  know  that  certain  portions  of  this  road 
are  counted  over  three  times  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  ;  I  do  not  think  it  is. 

By  Mr.  Hamhleton — Question.  State  whether  or  not  the 
memhers  or  the  City  Council  who  set  in  that  body  at  the  time 
this  hill  was  passed  ride  on  your  cars  free  at  this  time? 

Answer.  It  is  customary  to  give  free  tickets  to  members  of 
the  council  in  all  the  cities. 

Question.  Do  you  give  free  tickets  to  the  members  of  the 
present  body  ? 

Answer.  I  think  there  are  some  few  that  have  them  ;  I  am 
not  certain. 

Q,uestion.  Do  you  intend  to  do  so  for  the  future? 

Answer.  We  do. 

Question.  Do  you  give  them  to  the  reporters  of  the  press? 

Answer.  We  do. 

By  Mr.  Pratt.  The  Sun  in  the  bargain  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  a  member  of  the  Committee.  Did  you  directly  or  indi- 
rectly use  any  money  with  the  members  of  the  City  Council 
to  get  your  bill  through  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

By  Mr.  Pratt — Question.  It  was  stated  by  you  yesterday 
that  you  had  not  made  any  calculations  as  to  the  cost  of  your 
railroad  when  completed  ;  I  believe  you  are  prepared  now 
with  an  estimate;  just  state  to  the  committee  the  result? 

Answer.   (Witness  presented  the  following  estimate  :) 


Will  require  for  the  present  ordinance — 


200  cars,  at  $800 

1,600  horses,  at  |120 

Say  1,000  sets  of  harness,  $25  each 

For  depots  for  water,  $50,000 

45  miles  road,  $10,500 

Paid  for  omnibus,  routes 

Kepairs  and  alteration  of  present  stables. 

Horse-blankets  and  other  fixtures 

Ground  for  6  depots 

Eenewal  of  roads,  8  years 


Kenewal  of  horses  and  cars. 


$160,000 

192,000 

25,000 

300,000 

472,500 

77,600 

10,000 

5,000 

100,000 

300,000 

1,642,100 
176,000 

1,818,100 
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Mr.  Sangstou.  It  is  proper  for  me  to  say  that  this  estimate 
is  exaggerated  and  is  on  a  false  basis,  for  the  information  of 
the  committee  ? 

Witness.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  value  of  the 
ground.  If  you  subtract  from  $1,818,000,  |4'76,000  for  renew- 
als, it  will  leave  |1, 342, 000.  It  will  require  eight  horses  to  a 
car  in  Baltimore  ;  they  require  seven  in  Philadelphia,  because 
the  grades  are  easy.  There  are  very  few  men  in  Baltimore 
know  anything  about  running  passenger  railways. 

By  Mr.  Alexander.  You  are  to  run  every  ten  minutes  from 
7  o'clock  to  12  ;  that  is,  17  hours  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Then  you  make  six  times  17  trips,  or  102  trips, 
daily  ?  Then  with  eight  horses  to  a  car,  you  will  have  four 
changes  of  horses  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman.  You  say  it  costs  $10,500  per  mile  for 
building  the  road  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir — the  iron  and  all  the  work. 
Question.  I  thought  it  was  |8,500. 

Answer.  That  is  the  contract  price  ;  to  that  must  be  added 
the  extra  work  of  laying  the  gutters,  &c. 

By  Mr.  Sangston — Question.  You  have  made  the  state- 
ment under  oath,  and  it  is  to  be  presumed  that  a  gentleman 
of  acknowledged  business  habits  would  not  make  a  statement 
unless  he  had  himself  investigated  the  details  of  it.  You 
state  here  that  you  have  45  miles  of  road  to  build  ;  you  have 
never  measured  it  ? 

Answer.   Of  course  I  have  not. 

Question.  Then  you  make  this  statement  without  any  })cr- 
sonal  knowledge  ? 

Mr.  Pratt.  Upon  the  hypothesis  of  45  miles. 

Mr.  Hambleton.  I  suppose  Mr.  Cathcart  is  the  man  who 
ought  to  make  this  estimate. 

The  Chairman.  Hasn't  Cathcart  sworn  it  was  45  miles  ? 

By  Mr.  Hambleton.  In  addition  to  the  number  of  miles, 
did  you  get  any  other  nicts  from  Cathcart,  and  not  from  your 
own  knowledge  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  the  rest  of  the  estimate  is  my  own. 

Question.  Everything  hypothecated  on  that  length  of  road? 
Answer.  Yes  sir. 

By  Mr.  Sangston.  Have  you  made  calculations  upon  the 
number  of  cars  on  the  present  routes,  how  many  will  be  re- 
quired to  carry  out  that  portion  of  the  ordinance  which  re- 
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quires  you  to  run  them  at  intervals  of  not  less  than  10  min- 
utes ? 

Answer,  I  think  it  will  take  200. 

By  the  Chairman.  From  your  knowledge  of  the  length  of 
railroads  in  different  cities,  do  you  believe  that  200  cars  will 
he  required  upon  this  45  miles  of  road  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell. 

By  Mr.  Sangston.  What  number  of  horses  are  you  now 
using  to  each  car  ? 

Answer.  Eight,  I  think. 

Question.  Are  you  sure  of  that  ? 

Answer.  That  is  my  impression  ;  Mr.  Simmons  is  here  ;  he 
can  tell. 

Question.  "What  is  the  capacity  of  your  cars? 

Answer.  I  think  they  seat  22  or  24  ;  but  they  carry  a  great 
many  more. 

Question.  Is  there  any  grade  in  the  city  of  Baltimore  so 
steep  that  you  have  not  carried  with  ease  from  55  to  60 
passengers  ? 

Answer.  We  cannot ;  we  use  over  those  grades  but  two 
horses  ;  they  injure  our  stock  very  much  ;  the  reason  we  want 
so  many  horses  is  to  save  our  stock  ;  carrying  so  many  pas- 
sengers will  ruin  the  stock. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  horses  will  travel  farther  and 
last  longer  over  a  rolling  surface  than  a  dead  level  ? 

Answer.  That  depends  on  whether  it  is  a  light  carriage  or 
or  a  heavy  draft. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton.  Is  Oathcart  superintendent  of  your 
road  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  By  your  appointment? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Has  he  ever  made  an  official  report  to  you  of  the 
number  of  miles,  of  cars,  of  horses,  and  all  the  other  matters 
necessary  for  the  basis  of  your  calculations  ? 

Answer.  We  have  them  on  our  own  books — the  entries 
made  by  the  book-keeper. 

Question.  Has  he  made  it  ? 

Answer.  It  is  not  his  business,  but  of  the  book-keeper. 

Question.  That  is  not  the  question  ;  he  is  superintendent 
of  construction,  is  he  not  ? 

Answer.  He  attends  to  the  running  of  the  cars, 

Question,  Who  attends  to  the  construction  ? 
Answer.  By  contract,  Bryson,  the  engineer. 
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Question.  You  have  never  liad  hi.s  report ;  you  have  fur- 
nished the  capital  without  any  official  report  ? 

Answer.  We  have  let  the  contracts  for  the  different  routes, 
and  settled  for  them  as  the  engineer  reports  ;  he  reports  the 
estimates,  and  we  pay  them. 

Question.  Is  your  engineer  in  Annapolis  ? 
Answer,  He  is  city  engineer  in  Baltimore. 

Question.  None  of  these  gentlemen  are  in  Annapolis  at 
this  time  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Your  road  is  now  about  half  completed  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir  ;  ahout  one-third. 

By  Mr.  Alexander.  You  are  continually  enlarging  and  in- 
creasing the  number  of  cars  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  manufacturing  continually. 

Thomas  H.  Gardner,  re-called  and  examined  by  Mr.  Ham- 
bleton. 

Question.  State  whether  or  not  you  stated  in  your  exami- 
nation last  Saturday  that  you  had  at  the  present  time  an  in- 
terest in  this  Eoad. 

Answer .  I  did  not ;  I  said  I  had  no  direct  interest  in  it  at 
the  present  time. 

Question.  Have  you  any  indirect  ? 

Answer.  I  have  n©  indirect  interest  at  the  present  time. 

Question.  Have  you  had  since  its  completion  ? 

Answer.  I  have  since  the  passage  of  the  ordinance. 

Question.  Just  state  Avhat  that  was. 

Answer.  It  was  the  consideration  paid  to  me  by  Brock  of 
$7,500. 

Question.  State  what  services  you  rendered  that  he  paid 
you  for. 

Answer.  I  stated  the  other  day  very  explicitly  that  I  was 
very  actively  and  earnestly  engaged  in  the  passage  of  the 
Travers  ordinance  before  the  City  Council.  I  drew  the  bill, 
and  after  the  passage  of  it  I  assisted  Brock  in  the  negotiation 
of  the  transfer,  and  received  from  him  this  sum  for  the  service 
performed  in  the  various  matters. 

Question.  Did  you  fix  the  sum  or  he  ? 
Answer.  He  fixed  it  himself. 
Question.  When  was  that  money  paid  ? 
Answer.  At  different  times — paid  to  me  in  the  city  of  Bal- 
timore. 

Question .  In  checks  or  money  ? 
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Answer.  In  money  ;  I  drew  drafts  on  him. 

Question.  Was  there  any  negotiation  going  through  the 
Merchants  and  Farmers'  Bank  in  relation  to  it  ? 

Answer.  Not  in  relation  to  that ;  there  was  a  subsequent 
transaction  in  which  he  discounted  some  papers  of  mine  which 
was  negotiated  through  the  Bank,  but  nothing  in  connection 
with  this  grant. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  money  transactions  going 
on  between  him  and  any  other  parties  in  the  city  in  connec- 
tion with  this  matter  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  aware  of  any,  except  in  the  legitimate 
line  of  his  business. 

Question.  With  whom  ?  Who  had  an  interest  in  the  pas- 
sage of  the  bill  at  the  time  of  or  subsequent  to  its  passage  ? 

Answer.  I  know  no  one  who  had  any  interest  in  the  bill  at 
the  time  of  its  passage.  I  know  of  no  money  transactions  be- 
tween any  one  and  Brock  except  myself.  I  have  on  one  occa- 
sion given  to  the  Franklin  Bank,  and  by  reason  of  my  ac- 
quaintance with  the  Cashier,  procured  the  payment  of  a  draft 
he  had  or  they  had,  which  money  he  used  as  a  matter  of 
course  in  his  business — a  long  time  subsequent  to  the  passage 
of  the  ordinance. 

Question.  The  only  service  was — 

Answer.  My  agency  in  the  present  bill. 

E.  A.  McAllister,  recalled  and  examined  by  Mr.  Hamble- 
ton. 

Question.  State  whether  Mr.  Krafft,  at  any  time  after  No- 
vember last,  stated  to  you  that  Talbot  and  somebody  else  of 
the  City  Council  and  Cathcart  were  bought  and  sold,  and  they 
knew  it  ? 

Mr.  Pratt.  I  w^ould  like  to  know  the  object  of  the  question? 

Mr.  Hambleton  stated  that  he  wished  to  have  the  circum- 
stance brought  out ;  it  struck  him  that  there  was  no  more  im- 
portant fact  revealed  in  the  case  than  that. 

The  Chairman.  I  understand  Mr.  Krafft  has  acknowledged 
the  fact,  with  a  distinct  disclaimer  that  it  was  done  in  the  heat 
of  excitement  and  upon  general  rumor,  and  that  he  wished  it 
to  be  understood  that  he  knew  of  no  fact  to  justify  it. 

Mr.  Pratt.  And  does  not  believe  it  now  ? 

Mr.  Krafft.  Elliott  was  always  friendly  with  me  political- 
Iv,  and  when  he  told  me  he  was  to  be  turned  off  without  cause 
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1  naturally  felt  indignant,  but  I  did  not  know  Oathcart.  1 
said — ''Damn  it !  he  has  been  bought,  and  he  has  no  right 
to  turn  you  oif." 

Witness.  Allow  nie  to  make  a  statement  about  Brock's  so- 
liciting me.  I  never  solicited  Brock  ;  on  the  contrary  he  so- 
licited me. 

Mr.  Sangston  submitted  the  following  estimate,  in  writing, 
of  the  length  of  the  proposed  railroad  route,  and  wished  to  be 
sworn  in  regard  to  it: 

Length  of  Routes  for  City  Bailroad  described  in  the  Ordinance 
to  W.  H.  Travers  &  Co, 


DOUBLE, 

SINGLE. 

Baltimore  Street  and  Broadway 

4.45 

4.50 

2.62i 

1.831 

1.94^* 

2.15 

8  90 

Charles  Street,  Exchange  and  Canton 

Federal  Hill  to  Ferry  Bar 

Eutaw  Street  to  North  Avenue 

9.00 
5.25 
3  67 

Green  Street  to  North  Avenue 

3  88 

Gay  Street  to  Baltimore  Cemetery 

4.30 

•'                                                                                                         %/ 

Total 

17.50 

35.00 

Fayette  Street  from  East  to  West,  city  lim 

Lombard  Street  from  Fulton  Street  to  Gis1 

now  graded 

its 

4.44 

b  Street — 

3.30 

Total  calculation  with  Fayette  and  Lomba 

rd  sts.  ... 

42.75 

I  believe  the  above  to  be  within  one  quarter  of  a  mile  or 
less  of  the  exact  length,  and  believe  if  any  way  wrong  it  is 
to  a  small  extent  too  much. 

SIMON  J.  MAKTENET, 

Surveyor  and  Civil  Engineer. 

I  have  myself  measured  the  above  routes  and  find  them 
correct. 

L.  SANGSTON. 


Mr.  Alexander  at  first  objected  to  it  unless  sworn  to  by 
Martenet,  but  afterwards  admitted  it  as  evidence,  the  differ- 
ence between  that  and  the  true  evidence  being  less  than  2\ 
miles,  the  side  tracks  and  switches  making  up  the  difference. 

Mr.  Hambleton  stated  that  Sewall  had  been  sent  for  and 
they  intended  to  have  hiin  here  to-morrow.     At  present  they 
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had  no  more  testimony  to  offer  except  that  of  Mr.  Dawson, 
to  prove  that  the  statement  of  Mr.  Beale  made  yesterday 
against  Durus  Carter  had  been  stated  in  a  different  manner  by 
Beale  to  him. 

Mr.  Alexander  protested  that  no  witnesses  should  he 
brought  to  impeach  another's  testimony  in  the  absence  of  that 
witness. 

Mr.  Hambleton  said  that  they  had  not  called  Beale  ;  he 
came  voluntarily. 

The  Chairman  ruled  that  this  was  a  question  of  veracity 
between  the  witnesses,  and  their  testimony  must  be  allowed 
to  offset  each  other. 

A  letter  was  received  by  the  Chairman  from  Mr.  William 
DeGoey,  stating  that  he  had  lost  his  daughter  within  the  past 
few  days,  and  that  his  business-partner  had  recently  died,  ex- 
pressing the  hope  that  the  committee  would  excuse  his  at- 
tendance at  Annapolis.  He  was  excused,  with  the  consent  of 
counsel. 

Mr.  Pratt  stated  that  the  testimony  could  be  closed  in  one 
hour  after  the  other  side  had  closed  their's. 

The  witnesses  were  then  all  discharged,  except  two,  and 
the  meeting  adjourned  till  to-morrow  morning,  at  10  o'clock. 


Annapolis,  Md.,  February  15,  1860. 

The  Committee  met  at  half-past  eleven.  Mr.  Gordon  in 
the  chair. 

Chauncey  Brooks,  called  and  examined  by  Mr.  Hambleton. 

Question.  State  Avhether  you  are  one  of  the  gentlemen 
known  as  applicants  under  the  Brooks  &  Barnum  bill  for  a 
passenger  railway  before  the  City  Council  sometime  ago  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  stated  to  any  one  that  you  enter- 
ed into  that  simply  to  lend  your  name  and  not  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  any  stock  or  interest  in  the  road  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  never  made  any  such  statement.  I 
heard  such  a  report  going  about  the  city,  but  never  said  so. 
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Question.  Did  you  say  it  to  Wm,  E.  Beale,  a  member  of 
the  First  Brancli  of  the  City  Council,  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  saw  by  his  testimony  that  he  thought 
I  had  said  so,  but  he  must  have  got  it  from  some  one  else. 
I  heard  such  report  myself,  but  I  never  said  it,  because  I  am 
not  in  the  habit  of  saying  one  thing  when  I  intend  to  do 
another. 

Thomas  Swann  called  and  examined  l)y  Mr.  Hambleton. 

Q,ueation.  Please  state  fully  to  the  committee  all  you  know 
in  relation  to  the  City  Passenger  Kailway  bill,  known  as  the 
Travers  bill,  and  your  position  in  regard  to  it  as  Mayor  of 
Baltimore  City  ? 

Answer.  I  would  liave  preferred  you  sliould  liave  specifi- 
cally examined  me  on  any  point  you  desire  information  :  I 
will  however  state  in  general  terms  my  whole  connection 
with  that  bill.  I  had  been  absent  from  the  City  of  Baltimore 
for  some  time  owing  to  indisposition.  "When  I  returned,  I 
understood  that  that  bill  was  pending  in  the  Council,  and  also 
the  Brooks  l)ill.  After  my  return  I  was  confined  to  my 
house  by  continued  indisposition  ujd  to,  I  think,  within  two 
or  theee  days  of  the  final  passage  of  the  ordinance.  There 
were  a  good  many  rumors  in  relation  to  it,  as  there  are  in 
reference  to  everything  else  that  engages  the  attention  of  the 
City  Council.  I  was  called  upon  at  my  house  to  know  wheth- 
er or  not  I  had  examined  the  bill,  and  what  I  designed  to 
do.     I  think  I  got  some  letters  from  friends. 

Question.  State  who  it  was  called  on  you  ? 

Answer.  I  think  Mr.  John  G.  Proud  and  Mr.  McPhail.  I 
took  up  the  subject  for  the  first  time.  I  had  no  means  of  ac- 
quiring information  on  the  subject  except  a  cursory  examina- 
tion that  I  had  made  into  the  railroad  system  in  Philadel- 
phia and  elsewhere,  and  information  from  parties  with  whom 
I  happened  to  be  in  contact  there.  I  took  up  the  Travers 
bill  and  examined  it.  It  had  then  passed  the  Council  and 
awaited  my  approval,  I  looked  at  the  Brooks  bill  also.  The 
result  of  my  examination  in  relation  to  the  whole  matter  in- 
duced me  to  believe  that  four  cents  was  a  fair  compensation 
for  carrying  passengers,  looking  at  the  whole  system  of  roads, 
and  taking  the  good  and  bad  routes  together,  and  I  believed 
that  four  cents  fare  would  23ay.  I  had  some  conference  with 
him  upon  the  subject,  and  I  think  I  talked  Avith  Mr.  Latrobe 
and  others.  Of  course  it  was  mere  opinions  that  we  all  en- 
tertained on  the  subject.  There  were  some  routes  that  I  did 
not  believe  would  pay,  and  these  are  not  yet  constructed  ;  but 
taking  them  altogether,  I  was  of  the  opinion  that  four  cents 


would  pay,  and  was  willing  to  accept  a  contract  on  that  basis, 
taking  for  granted  tliat  the  whole  thing  would  he  carried  out 
in  good  faith,  that  all  the  routes  would  he  constructed,  and 
that  our  relations  would  he  pleasant  with  those  with  whom 
the  contract  was  to  he  made. 

I  had  a  plan  at  this  time  in  reference  to  the  Northern 
Boundary  Avenue,  and  also  to  providing  for  a  public  park 
that  I  was  very  desirous  to  see  carried  out,  and  I  saw  no  way 
in  which  those  improvements  could  be  carried  out,  unless  they 
were  connected  with  this  system  of  Passenger  Eailw8,ys.  I 
thought  if  the  city  government  gave  up  the  streets,  it  was 
asking  very  little  to  claim  a  contribution  of  one-fifth  the  pas- 
senger money  for  the  benefit  of  the  city,  and  I  had  reason  to 
believe  that  that  measure  was  a  popular  one,  and  that  the 
people  would  accept  it.  It  was  calculated  to  confer  very 
great  benefit  upon  the  cit}^,  in  my  opinion,  and  especially  on 
the  working  classes.  I  therefore  looked  upon  it  as  a  most 
important  feature  of  that  ordinance,  and  determined,  if  I 
could,  to  accomplish  it  in  that  way.  When  I  got  back  to  the 
Mayor's  office  I  intimated  my  purpose — that  I  should  have  no 
objection  to  the  ordinance,  if  this  contribution  to  the  park 
fund  was  attached  to  it.  The  ordinance,  it  is  true,  was  not 
such  a  one  as  I  would  have  drafted  myself,  but  still,  looking 
at  the  seventh  section  of  it,  which  gave  to  our  people  the 
privilege  of  coming  in  and  participating  in  the  profits  of  the 
work,  1  was  willing  to  sign  it,  on  the  faith  and  with  the  im- 
pression that  it  would  be  carried  out  without  any  legal  impe- 
diment, provided  the  measure  I  proposed  was  attached  to  the 
ordinance. 

I  was  waited  upon  by  a  number  of  the  members  of  the 
City  Council  to  know  my  views  on  the  subject.  I  explained 
them  in  detail.  I  think  I  aided  Mr.  Wood,  who  called  on 
me,  in  proposing  the  amendment  that  would  meet  my  views. 

Question.  Were  parties  applying  for  this  grant  known  to 
you  ? 

Answer.  Many  of  them  were  known.  Travers  was  known 
to  me  as  a  gentleman  of  integrity  and  honor.  I  had  great 
faith  in  his  name,  and  I  have  never  seen  anything  during  my 
connection  with  that  ordinance  to  shake  the  confidence  I  re- 
posed in  Travers.  I  had  also  great  confidence  in  the  gentle- 
men on  the  other  side — my  friend  Mr.  Brooks  and  the  others 
connected  with  that  bill. 

I  think  during  the  pendency  of  that  bill  I  never  had  any 
communication  with  the  members  of  the  Council  until  within 
two  days^  perhaps,  of  its  final  passage.  I  do  not  think  I  dis- 
cussed the  subject  with  anybody.     I  do  not  think  I  saw  Trav- 
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crs.  I  had  not  seen  liim  for  four  or  five  months  previous  to  the 
passage  of  the  ordinance,  and  until  some  time  after  it,  or 
communicated  with  him  on  the  subject ;  nor  had  I  ever 
seen  one  of  the  grantees  ;  nor  had  I  communicated  with 
the  parties  on  the  other  side,  i  was  just  in  that  impartial  sit- 
uation that  I  could  take  the  subject  up  and  give  it  the  benefit 
of  my  calm  dispassionate  consideration,  which  I  did. 

I  adopted  the  ordinance  which  was  finally  presented  to  me 
because  Ithought  it  placed  the  whole  subject  beyond  contingen- 
cy. I  thought  that  it  allowed  the  grantees  a  sum  which  would 
enable  them  to  complete  the  roads  and  pay  themselves  a  re- 
munerative profit ;  and  believing  as  I  did,  that  it  would  re- 
quire four  cents  fare  to  insure  the  project,  I  did  not  wish  to 
give  my  attention  to  any  other  measure  that  might  have  the 
effect  of  driving  the  parties  who  were  connected  v/ith  it  to 
make  an  application  to  the  Legislature  or  City  Council  to  re- 
lieve them  by  allowing  an  increase  of  faro.  That  was  the 
ground  upon  which  I  accepted  this  bill  ;  I  thought  I  was 
acting  prudently  in  doing  so. 

I  think  that  I  have  given  you  pretty  much  the  substance  of 
all  that  took  place,  with  the  exception  of  the  interview  that  I 
had  with  the  original  grantees.  About  the  time  these  roads 
were  to  be  commenced,  it  was  intimated  to  me  that  it  would 
be  necessary  for  the  city  to  have  some  knowledge  of  the  par- 
ties who  owned  the  grant  and  who  v/ere  about  to  commence 
the  work,  and  that  the  Mayor  of  the  city  would  see  that  the 
ordinance  was  faithfully  carried  out. 

Question.  Do  I  understand  you  that  this  was  after  the  as- 
signment ? 

Answer.  It  was  after  the  assignment.  I  sent  for  the  City 
Commissioner,  who  was  the  person  named  in  the  bill  who 
was  to  have  the  supervision  of  the  work  during  its  progress, 
and  he  informed  me  that  they  were  about  to  proceed.  I  then 
sent  a  communication  to  the  original  grantees — I  think  I  sent 
a  note  to  Mr.  Travers  on  the  subject — and  they  waited  upon 
me.  I  wanted  to  know  the  state  of  things  existing  at  that 
time — who  the  proprietors  of  the  railroad  were,  and  with 
whom  I  was  to  open  my  communication,  in  order  to  see  that 
the  ordinance  was  strictly  complied  with.  Those  gentlemen 
called  to  see  me  in  a  body  ;  I  think  they  were  all  there  with 
the  exception,  perhaps,  of  one  grantee,  and  the  substance  of 
what  took  place  at  that  interview  is  pretty  much  Avhat  was 
stated  to  you  in  the  testimony  of  Travers  himself.  He  has 
stated  substantially  what  he  stated  to  me  when  I  c|uestioned 
him  on  the  subject  of  what  had  been  done  in  reference  to  this 
road. 
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I  will  do  the  original  grantees  the  justice  to  say  that  they 
made  every  explanaticfn  that  I  desired  at  their  hands.  There 
was  no  disposition  on  their  part,  so  far  as  I  could  learn,  to 
conceal  anything  from  the  city.  They  expressed  a  determi- 
nation to  see  that  the  ordinances  were  carried  out  in  good 
faith,  and  that  the  'Zth  section  was  complied  with.  I  inferred 
that  some  difference  of  opinion  had  existed  between  the  origi- 
nal grantees  and  the  assignees  as  to  this  question  of  opening 
hookS;,  and  I  think  they  assured  me  at  that  interview  that 
they  would  see  that  the  books  were  opened  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  ordinance,  and  subsequently,  as  it  ap- 
pears, they  did  open  the  books  themselves,  after  it  had 
been  determined  on  the  part  of  Messrs.  Brock  &  Co.  that 
they  had  no  legal  power  to  do  so. 

This  question  of  the  opening  of  the  books  Avas  the  point 
upon  which  I  found  it  necessary  to  interfere.  I  thought  the 
ordinance  had  not  been  complied  with,  and  I  talked  with 
some  friends  of  these  gentlemen  on  the  subject,  and  learned 
that  in  their  judgment  there  was  a  legal  difficulty  in  the 
way,  and  I  understood  that  Mr.  Brock  had  been  so  advised. 

Mr.  Brock  I  have  never  seen  but  once.  He  called  to  see 
me  soon  after  I  had  this  interview  with  these  gentlemen,  and 
said  he  was  the  representative  of  the  proprietors  of  the  road, 
and  that  he  had  called  to  say  that  if  I  desired  any  informa- 
tion in  reference  to  the  road  he  was  prepared  to  give  it.  I 
think  I  told  him  that  I  could  not  recognise  him  ;  I  looked  to 
the  original  grantees.  That  was  the  only  interview  I  ever 
had  with  Mr.  Brock,  until  he  was  pointed  out  to  me  here 
to-day. 

That  is  the  substance  of  what  I  know  in  relation  to  this 
matter. 

Question.  State  whether  you  would  have  signed  that  bill 
if  the  clause  had  not  been  inserted  that  the  books  should  be 
opened  ? 

Answer.  I  certainly  should  not. 

Question.  Upon  your  reading  that  clause,  and  your  con- 
struction of  it  were  you  satisfied  at  that  time  that  the  books 
must  and  would  be  opened  ? 

Answer.  I  was  so  satisfied. 

Question.  You  signed  it  under  that  belief  and  impression  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

By  the  Chairman — Was  that  also  the  impression  of  tlie 
grantees  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  I  understood  you  to  say  you  had  consulted  with 
them  ? 
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Answer.  The  grantees  told  me  it  was  their  purpose  to  open 
these  hooks. 

Question.  And  it  was  their  understanding  that  it  was  their 
duty  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  they  said  that,  hut  they  told 
me  it  was  their  purpose  to  see  the  hooks  were  opened. 

Question.  I  understood  you  to  say  they  presumed  that  was 
a  j)art  of  their  duty  ? 

Answer.  I  presumed  that  would  follow  as  a  consequence. 

By  Mr.  Hamhleton — I  helieve  there  is  a  provision  in  the 
ordinances  requiring  them  to  CDnsult  with  the  City  Commis- 
sioner ? 

Answer.  I  believe  so — that  is,  that  the  work  should  he 
done  under  his  supervision. 

Question.  State  whether  or  not  you  have  ever  called  upon 
the  City  Commissioner  to  know  whether  Brock  &  Co.  have 
complied  with  that  section  of  the  ordinances,  or  that  the  Com- 
missioner had  responded? 

Mr.  Campbell — Does  not  that  appear  in  the  correspon- 
dence ? 

Answer.  It  appears  in  the  correspondence  ;  it  is  matter  of 
record. 

Question.  It  is  in  evidence  before  the  committee  that  you 
knew,  at  or  before  the  time  of  the  passage  of  that  bill,  that 
Brock  &  Co.,  of  Philadelphia,  Avere  to  get  it. 

Several  members  of  the  committee — jSTo,  sir  ;  that  the  capi- 
tal was  to  come  from  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  Hambleton — Mr.  McAllister  stated  that  Brock  stated 
to  him  that  Mayor  Swann  need  not  make  a  row  about  it — he 
knew  all  about  it. 

Witness — That  I  deny  most  emphatically';  I  had  no  know- 
ledge of  it  whatsoever. 

Question.  You  said  that  you  acted,  among  other  considera- 
tions, upon  the  integrity  of  Travers  and  the  other  grantees 
in  that  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  said  Travers.  The  other  grantees  were  not  so 
well  known  to  me.  I  had  known  him  i3ersonally  and  had  a 
very  high  respect  for  him. 

Question.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  signed  the 
bill  under  the  impression  that  Travers  would  put  that  ordi- 
nance into  effect,  and  construct  that  road,  with  his  associ- 
ates ? 

Answer.  No,  I  did  not  say  that  exactly  ;  I  said  the  im- 
pression made  upon  me  by  Travers'  name  was  very  favora- 
ble. 
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Q,uestion.  The  question  is,  whether  or  not,  at  the  time  you 
signed  the  hill,  knowing  Travers  as  you  did,  you  signed  it 
under  the  influence  and  helief  that  he  and  the  other  grantees 
were  the  parties  who  were  to  construct  the  road? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  did  sign  it  under  the  belief  that  the 
road  would  he  constructed  by  the  original  grantees.  I  did 
not  know  in  regard  to  the  capital,  where  it  would  come  from. 
I  have  never  objected  to  the  introduction  of  foreign  capital 
into  our  city,  t  take  just  as  much  of  it  as  I  can  get.  That 
has  been  the  principle  upon  which  I  acted  when  I  was  con- 
structing the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Kailroad.  I  have  brought 
millions  of  dollars  from  abroad,  and  our  people  have  got  the 
benefit  of  it.  I  took  it  for  granted  that  these  gentlemen 
were  to  be  sustained  by  capital  from  some  quarter  or  other, 
and  that  it  would  be  in  the  shape  of  a  mortgage  upon  the 
road,  or  that  they  would-  make  such  arrangements  as  would 
be  satisfactory  to  themselves,  leaving  themselves  in  the  pos- 
session and  control  of  the  road. 

Question.  Had  you  any  reason  to  apprehend,  at  the  time, 
that  for  a  valuable  consideration  they  would  assign  over  and 
sell  out  their  entire  interest  in  it  ? 

Answer.  I  knew  nothing  on  that  subject. 

Question.  You  signed  it  under  the  impression  that  it  would 
be  constructed  and  controlled  by  Baltimoreans  ? 

Answer.  I  was  under  the  impression  that  the  7th  section 
would  have  placed  it  in  the  hands  of  Baltimoreans,  if  they 
were  disposed  to  subscribe  for  the  stock. 

Question.  From  the  investigation  you  have  given  to  the 
matter,  are  you  prepared  to  say  whether  or  not  the  ordinance, 
as  understood  by  you,  has  been  carried  out  in  good  faith  ? 

Answer.  The  7th  section  of  that  ordinance  has  not  been 
carried  out  according  to  my  construction  of  it.  The  roads 
appear  to  be  pretty  well  built  so  far  as  I  can  judge. 

By  the  Chairman,  (Mr.  Gordon) — Question.  The  7th  sec- 
tion provides  that  the  grantees  are  to  open  the  books  and  take 
subscriptions  to  the  stock  ;  then  would  not  the  subscribers  to 
the  stock  become  the  capitalists  of  the  company,  and  the  par- 
ties who  are  required  to  carry  out  the  act  ? 

Answer.  Certainly  ;  if  the  books  had  been  opened  and  the 
stock  subscribed,  my  construction  was,  that  the  subscribers 
would  have  owned  the  stock,  and  would  have  formed  them- 
selves into  a  partnership  concern  until  they  were  recognized 
and  chartered  by  the  legislature. 

Question.  That  would  not  then  necessarily  have  brought 
capital  from  abroad  ;  citizens  of  Baltimore  would  have  had 
the  same  opportunity  to  subscribe  that  other  parties  had. 

Answer.  Not  necessarily  have  brought  it  from  abroad. 
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Question.  Were  there  any  parties  in  Baltimore  who  were 
anxious  to  become  interested  in  a  stock  company  of  that  kind 
for  the  purpose  of  constructing  these  works  ? 

Answer.  My  own  impression  is,  that  when  this  measure 
was  originally  proposed  it  would  have  been  a  very  difficult 
matter  to  have  procured  capital  in  Baltimore  to  have  con- 
structed the  roads.  After  that,  however,  it  became  a  subject 
of  public  discussion,  and  there  was  a  great  deal  of  excitement 
enlisted  on  the  subject,  and  as  is  the  case  always  when  an 
idea  gets  abroad,  that  large  profits  are  going  to  be  realized, 
there  were  a  great  many  who  felt  disposed  to  come  and  par- 
ticipate ;  and  I  believe  at  a  subsequent  j)eriod  there  were  a 
great  number  of  citizens  who  were  disposed  to  come  in. 

Question.  Was  that  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  bill? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  that  was  after  its  passage.  I  think  at 
the  time  of  its  passage  there  did  not  appear  to  be  that  excite- 
ment or  desire  to  subscribe  to  the  stock. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  parties  to  the  Brooks  and 
Barnum  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  know  some — Mr.  Brooks,  Col.  Hoffman,  Mr. 
Crowley,  Mr.  Alexander  and  Mr.  Barnum. 

(Question.  Were  those  gentlemen  of  substance  and  capi- 
tal ? 

Answer.  They  were  gentlemen  of  substance. 

Question.  Were  they  able  to  carry  out  the  proposition 
which  they  made  ? 

Answer.  I  should  think  so,  entirely. 

Question.  Their  proposition  was  made  before  the  Tr avers 
bill  was  passed,  was  it  not? 

Answer,  I  understand  their  proposition  contemplated  ori- 
ginally five  cents,  and  they  afterwards  reduced  it,  during  the 
pendency  of  the  Travers  bill,  to  three.  I  understand  that 
some  of  these  gentlemen  had  retired  upon  the  ground  that 
they  did  not  think  three  cents  would  pay — although  I  am 
not  prepared  myself  to  say  that  a  road  may  not  be  worked  at 
three  cents  fare  and  make  a  handsome  profit. 

By  Mr.  Hambleton — You  have  not  determined  to  your  own 
satisfaction  that  if  a  three  cent  bill  had  been  passed  it  must 
necessarily  have  failed  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  decided  upon  the  subject ;  I  am  by  no 
means  prepared  to  say  that  it  would  not  pay. 

Mr.  Hambleton.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  communication 
which  appeared  in  the  Baltimore  papers,  signed  by  Messrs. 
Mankin,  Popplein,  Stabler,  and  the  gentlemen  named  in  the 
Brooks  and  Barnum  bill,  and  indorsed  by  Messrs.  Hoffman, 
Barnum  and  Brooks,  in  which  thev  emphatically  deny  that 
24 
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tliey  ever  witlidrew  their  nameS;,  or  ever  said  that  they  would 
not  have  accepted  a  three  cent  bill. 

The  Chairman — "Was  that  statement  made  before  the  pas- 
sage of  the  five  cent  bill  or  after  ? 

Mr.  Hambleton — The  date  does  not  appear? 

Witness — Do  not  understand  me  as  stating  that  any  of 
these  parties  withdrew. 

Mr.  Hambleton — Certainly  not ;  you  are  only  stating  gen- 
eral rumors. 

The  Chairman — Mr.  Brooks  was  examined  in  regard  to 
that  matter,  and  stated  that  he  never  made  any  such  state- 
ment to  anybody.     Did  I  so  understand  you,  Mr.  Brooks? 

Mr.  Brooks — Yes,  sir. 

Question.  State  when  the  subject  of  city  passenger  railways 
in  Baltimore  was  first  mooted  ? 

Answer.  Keally,  I  cannot  tax  my  memory  ;  I  think  it  had 
engaged  the  attention  of  the  City  Council  at  the  previous 
session. 

Q.uestion.  A  year  previous  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  so. 

Question.  At  the  time  it  Avas  first  agitated,  there  was  an 
apparent  apathy,  you  say,  about  taking  hold  of  it  ? 

Answer.  When  this  last  bill  was  pending,  I  was  impressed 
myself  with  the  idea  (whether  I  was  correct  or  not,  I  do  not 
pretend  to  say)  that  we  should  have  to  go  elsewhere  to  get 
capital  to  construct  the  road.  In  regard  to  the  three  cent 
fare,  I  must  beg  to  repeat  that  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  it 
will  not  be  remunerative.  I  think  four  cents  will  pay  very 
handsomely,  and  I  have  a  better  opinion  of  these  street  rail- 
roads now  than  I  had  sometime  ago,  seeing  the  crowds  that 
are  passing  over  them. 

By  the  Chairman.  You  acted  on  the  best  information  you 
had? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  and  upon  the  fact  that  the  standard  rate 
of  fare  in  all  the  Northern  cities  was  about  five  cents. 

Question.  Did  you  make  some  examination  into  the  charges 
made  by  city  railways  ? 

Answer.  In  a  general  way. 

Question.  And  you  found  them  to  be  five  cents  ? 

Answer.  That  was  the  standard  rate. 

Question.  Did  you  examine  the  matter  sufficiently  to  un- 
derstand whether  that  was  the  general  fare  including  the 
connections,  or  whether  it  was  only  upon  the  principal  track  ? 

Answer.  From  terminus  to  terminus,  I  believe — the  prin- 
cipal track. 
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Mr.  Biddison^  the  ^ergeant-atArnis,  now  reported  to  the 
Committee  that  he  had,  in  accordance  with  the  order  of  the 
Committee,  proceeded  to  J3altimore  to  summon  several  wit- 
nesses ordered  yesterday.  He  found  that  Zenus  Barnum, 
Esq.,  had  gone  to  New  York  ;  he  telegraphed  to  him,  and  re- 
ceived the  answer — "If  you  want  me,  you  must  come  after 
me  ;"  Thomas  J.  Beach,  Esq.,  of  the  Sun,  was  reported  by 
his  wife  sick  abed;  A.  »S.  Abell,  Esq.,  of  the  Sun,  was  re- 
ported by  the  officer  as  not  to  be  found  ;  Mr.  Sewall  had  been 
summoned,  but  had  not  appeared. 

Mr.  Alexander.  We  have  not  one  word  to  say  ;  we  tried  to 
get  them  here,  and  they  are  not  forthcoming. 

Mr.  Hambleton  said  that  tbey  were  very  anxious  to  have 
Mr,  Whiteley  here,  but  lie  was  at  Washington  city,  and  could 
not  be  compelled  to  attend.  He  desired  to  put  Mr.  Carter  on 
the  stand,  to  contradict  Mr.  Beale's  statement  concerning  the 
bribe, 

Mr.  Alexander.  That  was  ruled  out  yesterday. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  put  one  witness  against  the  other. 

[The  testimony  being  closed,  Mr.  Alexander  desired  to 
state,  that  in  reference  to  the  charges  of  Black  Eepublicanism 
contained  in  the  letters  now  in  the  hands  of  the  Committee, 
the  counsel  on  liis  side  proposed  to  hand  to  tlie  Committee 
several  letters  Avhich  they  deemed  exculpatory  ;  and  if  the 
first  were  used,  these  also  should  be  used  ;  if  not,  that  they 
should  be  returned  to  the  counsel.] 

Mr.  Alexander  then  proceeded  to  make  a  brief  statement 
of  the  points  in  tlio  case^  maintaining  that  the  allegation  of 
fraud  had  not  been  sustained  ;  tbat  on  the  Journal  of  the 
City  Council  the  three  cent  bill  was  not  named  ;  that  it  was 
evident  that  capital  could  not  have  been  furnished  in  Balti- 
more to  construct  this  road  ;  that  the  7th  section  of  the  ordi- 
nance was  intended  to  be  carried  out,  until  it  was  found  to  be 
illegal  ;  that  the  City  Council  had  abundant  power  to  make 
the  grant  of  the  use  of  the  streets  for  roilroad  purposes  ;  that 
there  was  a  contract  between  the  City  Council  and  the  as- 
signees, which  this  Legislature  ought  not  to  violate,  but  con- 
firm, by  granting  a  charter,  and  thus  enable  those  who  wish, 
to  purchase  stock.  They  had  summoned  no  witnesses,  but 
he  appealed  to  the  Committee  as  competent  to  take  cogni- 
zance of  facts  so  apparent. 

Mr.  Hambleton  briefly  replied.  He  said  that  Brock  &  Co. 
were  here  asking  for  the  confirmation  of  right  upon  alleged 
moral  and  legal  grounds.  He  denied  that  they  liad  any 
moral  or  legal  claim.  They  were  asking  for  the  confirmation 
of  a  fraud,  perpetrate<l  in  ibe  teeth  of  botli  law  and  morals. 


188 

Tliey  liad  violated  the  ordinance  in  spirit  and  in  fact,  and 
were  now  shielding  themselves  behind  a  flaw  or  technicality 
in  the  7th  section  of  that  ordinance.     If  they  had  opened  the 
books,  as  that  section  required,  this   Committee   would   not 
have  been  troubled  with  this  investigation.     It  was  for  the 
Committee  to  say  whether  they  could  shield  themselves  be- 
hind a   technicality.      By  Mr.  Brock's   own  testimony,  the 
moment  they  found  out  that  they  could  get  rid  of  that  very 
vital  part  of  the  ordinance,  they  did  so.     The  granting  of  the 
charter  was  not  a  matter  of  right,  but  of  favor.     As  to  the 
testimony,  it  was  not  to  be  expected  that  men  who  would  re- 
ceive a  bribe,  as   public  officers,  would  not   deny  their  guilt 
under  oath.     It  was  for  the  Committee  to  sa.j,  for  what  pur- 
pose the  $7,500  was  uged,  in  view  of  the  unsatisfactory  expla- 
nation that  had  been  made  of  it.     The  evidence  certainly  ap- 
proximated as  close  as  possible  to  the  fraud  alleged.     If  this 
Legislature  should   confirm  this   grant,  it   would  set  a  pre- 
cedent for  corruption,  and  allow  foreign  corporations  to  come 
in  and  seize  upon  the  very  vitals  of  the  commonwealth.     He 
protested,  in  the   name  of  Baltimore,  against  this  thing,  as 
having  been  done  by  fraud.     The  imputation   was,  at  least, 
cast  upon  these  applicants  ;  money  had  been   employed   im- 
properly, and  it  was  for  them  to  clear  themselves  of  the  im- 
putation.    The  principle,  that  a  man  must  be  presumed  in- 
nocent until  he  is  proven  guilty,  was  reversed  in  this  case. 
He  was  not  here  to  discuss  the  legality  or  illegality  of  the  7th 
section.     He  cared  not  if  Brock  &  Co.  were  here  without  the 
imputation  of  fraud,  so   long  as   they  had   not  carried  out  in 
good  faith  the  provisions  of  the  ordinance,  they  had  no  right 
to  ask  a  charter  ;  and  even  though  the  loss  of  a  charter  would 
involve  the  loss  of  a  million  dollars  to  them,  they  should,  un- 
der no  circumstances,  be  allowed  a  charter,  without  comply- 
ing with  the  ordinance,  and  opening  the  books. 

Mr.  Alexander  called  attention  to  the  Act  of  1838,  chapter 
226,  empowering  the  Mayor  and  City  Council  to  open  and 
close  streets.  This  was  the  first  time  he  had  heard  it  urged 
that  the  imputation  of  fraud  against  a  man,  was  to  be  taken 
as  evidence  of  guilt. 

The  Chairman  understood  the  idea  to  be,  that  these  men 
were  asking  a  favor,  and  therefore  they  ought  to  come  with 
clean  hands. 

Mr.  W.  Pinkney  AVhyte  then  submitted  a  number  of  affi- 
davits and  letters,  refuting  the  charges  made  in  the  letters 
heretofore  received  by  the  committee,  that  the  assignees  were 
Black  Republicans. 

The  affidavits  and  letters  were  read. 
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Mr.  Whyte  then  offered  to  read  a  series  of  letters  written 
by  Mr.  Mankin  to  some  party  in  Philadelphia.  He  would 
first,  however,  ask  Mr.  Mankin  if  that  was  his  handwriting  ? 

Mr.  Mankin,  having  looked  at  the  letters,  said  that  it  was, 
but  objected  to  any  private  isolated  letter  of  his  being  read, 
unless  the  whole  correspondence  could  be  produced. 

The  committee  unanimously  agreed  that  Mr.  Mankin  had  a 
right  to  say  whether  the  letters  should  be  read  or  not. 

The  counsel  expressed  their  willingness  to  withdraw  the 
letters,  if  Mr.  Mankin  objected. 

Mr.  Mankin  stated  his  reasons,  at  length,  for  not  wishing 
the  letters  read. 

They  were  accordingly  withdrawn,  and  the  investigation 
closed. 
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